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CURRENT TOPICS. 


|) We are ryrormen that the rumour that the Rule Committee of 
ges would not hold. any further meetings for the present is 
prrect, and that it is intended to hold a mecting of the com- 
tee on Wednesday next, June 6. 


x 
es 
on 





[13 UNDERSTcop that, in connection with the new rules now 
fore the Rule Committee of Judges, the whole subject of the 
ficature fees at present collected by means of stamps is under 
jconsideration of the authorities. 





a 
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WE BELIEVE that the attention of the Treasury has been directed 
the loss of fees resulting from the new arrangements as to 

rs of course which came into operation on the 22nd ult., 
@ it is probable that arrangements will be made for imposing 
es in the place of those which have been abandoned. 





THE Lone ExPEcteD Order in Council with reference to the 
sfer of the London Sittings to the Royal Courts of Justice, has 
length appeared. It is directed that ‘from and after the date 
these presents all issues or inquiries in cases at Misi Prius 
lich would otherwise be tried and executed within the County of 
oy of London shall, for ever hereafter, be tried and executed at 
Royal Courts of Justice.” One effect of the order will be that 
ader section 20 of the Courts of Justice Building Act, 1865), for 

@ purpose of giving jurisdiction to the sheriffs of London in 
ation to such trials and inquiries, and for the summoning of 
ors, and for all purposes of, or incidental to, any such trials or 
uiries, the Royal Courts of Justice will “‘ be deemed to be situate 
“ithe County of the City of London.” The result will be that 
Me London special juries, about the value of which in trying 
@ertain classes of cases so much was said in December last, will be 
Wained. Most people will think that it would have been a great 
al better for City suitors if the change had been made six months 





tue Granp Comirrez on the Bankruptcy Bill resumed their 
fings after the Whitsuntide recess on Friday last week with the 
Msideration of the amendment to insert parochial rates for twelve 
Onths as preferential claims in clause 36. Mr. CHAMBERLAIN 
ited that when the question of distress for rent came up the 
ivernment would be prepared to accept an amendment restoring 
e existing law. After some discussion, the amendment as to rates 
Mding in the name of Lord AtcEeRNon Percy, giving preference 
fates due at, and having become due and payable within twelve 
mths next before, the date of the receiving order, was adopted. 
. Cuampertarn then moved an amendment to give the like 
rity to Imperial taxes for twelve months, which was also 
eed to. Several amendments upon the question of wages, 
t upon other parts of clause 36, were also proposed, but 
tone by Mr. Cuampertarn, providing for the application 
‘*ny surplus in a bankrupt’s estate ‘‘in payment of interest 
a the date of the receiving order at the rate of four per 
ft. per annum on all debts proved in the bankruptey,” was 
ed. Clause 37, giving a preferential claim in case of appren- 
ship ; clause 38, providing for the relation back of the title of 
trustee ; clause 39, containing a description of the bankrupt’s 
erty divisible amongst creditors; clause 40, restricting the 
tg of execution creditors; and clause 41; defining the duties of 
is as to goods taken in execution, were also passed with | 
}amendments, principally of a verbal nature. In clause 38° 





words were inserted, at the instance of Mr. Drxon-Hinrtanp, 
making the clause applicable whether the bankruptcy “takes place 
upon the debtor’s own petition, or upon that of a creditor” ; and in 
sub-clause iii. of clause 39, as to in the order and disposition of 
a bankrupt, an important limitation was inserted on the motion of 
Mr. Arruur Coney, Q.C. The sub-clause will now read, “ All 
goods being, at the commencement of the bankruptcy, in the pos. 
session, order, or disposition of the bankrupt, in his trade or busi- 
ness, by the consent and permission of the true owner, wnder such 
circumstances that he is the reputed owner thereof” ; with an excep- 
tion as to things in action other than trade-book debts, as at 
present. 





Ox Mowpay tasr clauses 42 to 52 were disposed of. In 
clause 42, relating to voluntary settlements, a number of 
amendments were proposed, and words were added requifing, in 
cases of settlements made within ten years of bankruptcy, that the 
debtor’s interest in the settled property should pass to the settle- 
ment trustees on the execution thereof, in order to prevent the 
settlement from being void under the bankruptcy. The Soxrcrror- 
GzNERAL promised to consider the point as to requiring such 
settlements to be registered, and also as to excepting settle- 
ments of policies from the operation of the clause, and 
the clause was then agreed to. Mr. M’Laca® ‘noved to 
insert in clause 43, relating to the avoidance of fraudulent pre- 
ferences, the saving clause in the present Act as to pui q 
payees, or incumbrancers in good faith and for valuable considera- 
tion, but the proposal was defeated by a large majority. Mr. A. 
O’Cornor was more successful with his amendment to omit sub- 
clause 2 as to payment to a petitioning creditor, his amendment 
being accepted by Mr. Cuampertaty, and adopted by the Com- 
mittee. Clause 44, relating to the protection of bond fide trans- 
actions without notice of an act of bankruptcy, was passed without 
discussion, as were also clauses 45—49, containing provisions as to 
possession of a bankrupt’s property by the trustee; seizure of the 
property of a bankrupt; sequestration of ecclesiastical benefice ; 
appropriation of portion of pay or salary. to creditors; and the 
vesting and transfer of property. . Two important amendments, 
moved by Mr. Greeory, were adopted in clause 50, relating to the 
disclaimer of onerous property by a trustee. To sub-clause 4, dis- 
entitling a trustee to disclaim more than twenty-eight days after 
being called upon to elect whether he would do so or not, the 
following words were added: ‘‘and in the case of a contract, if the 
trustee, after such application as aforesaid, does not within the 
said period or extended period disclaim the contract, he shall be 
deemed to have adopted it”; and to sub-clause 8, empowering the 
court to make a vesting order with respect to disclaimed property, 
the following proviso was added :— 

‘* Provided always, that where the property disclaimed is of a leasehold 
nature, the court shall not make a vesting order in favour of any 
claiming under the bankruptcy, whether as under-lessee or as mo 
by demise, except upon the terms of making such person subject to the 
same liabilities and obligations as the bankrupt was subject to under the 
lease in respect of the property at the date when the bankruptcy petition 
was filed, and any mortgagee or under-lessee declining to accept a vest- 
ing order upon such terms shall be excluded from interest in and 
security — the property; and if there shall be no person claiming 
under the bankrupt who is willing to accept an order upon such terms, the 
court shall have power to vest the bankrupt’s estate and interest im the 
property in any person liable either personally or in a representative 
character, and either alone or jointly with the bankrupt, to perform'the 
lessee’s covenants in such lease, freed and discharged from all estates, im- 
cumbrances, and interests created therein by the bankrupt.” 

Clauses 51 and 52 were also passed with some slight alterations, 
and the Committee then adjourned. 





THE smNcutaR case or Taylor, Appellant, v. Smelten, Responit- 
ent, reported in the last number of the Weekly Notes, is 
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worthy of note. The appellant sold tea at 2s. 6d. a packet, 
each packet containing a coupon entitling the purchaser to 
a prize, as the appellant (a ‘cheap jack”) publicly stated 
before the sale; but the purchasers did not know until after 
the sale what prizes they would take. ‘The tea was good, and 
worth the money paid for it.” The justices convicted the appel- 
lant of keeping a lottery, and imposed a penalty of £1, but stated 
acase. The court (Fretp and Hawxuss, JJ.) held that the trans- 
action constituted a lottery within 42 Geo. 3, c. 119, s. 2, but 
sent the case back for re-statement, as it did not appear whether 
the conviction was legal, or whether 46 Geo. 3, c. 148, s. 59, 
applied to it. We rather think that the appellant must ultimately 
succeed. By 42 Geo. 3, c. 119, s. 2, ‘no person shall publicly or 
privately keep any office or place to exercise, keep open, show, or 
expose to be played, drawn, or thrown at or in, either by dice, 
lots, cards, balls, or by numbers or figures, or by any other way, 
contrivance, or device whatsoever, any game or lottery called a 
little go, or any lottery whatsoever not authorized by Parliament, 
- . «+ Upon pain of forfeiting for every such offence the sum of 
five hundred pounds, to be recovered in the Court of Exchequer 
at the suit of his. Majesty’s Attorney-General, and 
every person so offending shall be deemed a rogue and a vagabond 
within the meaning of” 17 Geo. 2, c. 5. By 46 Geo. 3, c. 148, 
s. 59 (which is the only section of 46 Geo. 3, c. 148, which remains 
unrepealed), it is provided that no information shall be laid under 
any of the Lottery Acts except in the name of the Attorney- 
General, and that any information commenced in the name of any 
other shall be stayed. The information not having been 
brought in the name of the Attorney-General, it seems impossible 
to support it. But the further question arises, whether the vendor 
kept a lottery within the meaning of the Act. We doubt whether 
he did, and upon this ground—that the lotteries against which 
that Act was aimed (although no doubt the terms of the Act are 
very comprehensive and would include most modes of gambling) 
were only such lotteries as would have come into competition with 
the State lotteries which were common at that period, of which a 

i issue was created by the Act itself, and which were not 
given up until about the year 1824, the latest Act creating one 
being 4 Geo. 4, c. 60. These lotteries were protected by the penal 
legislation of the period. And we cannot think that the ‘“ cheap 
jack’s” device for passing off what, after all, was fair marketable tea 
would have come into competition with such lotteries. 





Usper section 83, sub-section 4, of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, 
the creditors of a bankrupt can remove the trustee from his office 
when once appointed by a special resolution only. By clause 78 
of the Bankruptcy Bill this power is proposed to be given to them 
by an ordi resolution. The same proposal was contained in 
the Bill of 1881 (clause 24). We commented upon that proposal 
in the last volume of the Soricrrozs’ Jovrwat (p. 151) and then 
took oceasion to remark that we thought it very undesirable to 

ive this power to a bare majority in value of creditors at a meet- 
ing, as it would give rise to a capricious exercise of the power in 
many cases, thus rendering the appointment when made a very un- 
certain one. It is, therefore, with pleasure that we observe that 
notices of amendment to substitute “special” for “ordinary” in 
the clause have been given by no less than four members of the 
committee—viz., Mr. Gaysony, Mr. Dixon-Harrianp, Mr. 8. 
Moxtzr, and Mr. A. O’Coxxox, so that the proposal of the Govern- 
ment will not in any event pass unchallenged. Another amend- 
ment to the clause of which Mr. Drxox-Haxriayp has given notice 
is, we think, of some importance as a point of practice. Sub-clause 
1 is as follows :-— 


“* The creditors may, ordinary resolution, at a meeting specially 


called for that ne, A which seven days’ notice has been given, remove 

& trustee appointed by them.” 

In the Bill A 1881, sub-clause 1 of clause 24 was in the same 

terms, with the following additional words :-— 

“ and appoint another person to fill his place, and thereupon the same 
shall be taken and the e © ne 

-eagste —_ same consequences shall ensue as in 

The words of sub-section 4 of section 83 of the present Act u 

the same subject also provide for the appointment of ansthen owas, 

They are ¢-—~ 





‘The creditors may, by special resolution at a m specially 
for that purpose, of Thick seven days’ notice has been remove 


trustee and appoint another person to fill his office.” 7 
It will be seen that both by the present Act and in the Bill ¢ 
1881, the power to appoint another trustee was intended to hy 
exercised at the same meeting as the one at which the removal of 
the existing trustee is effected. Sub-clause 1 of clause 70 of the 
present Bill provides for the filling up of a vacancy in the office of 
a trustee in the following terms :— 

‘< Tf a vacancy occurs in the office of a trustee, the creditors im genera 
meeting may — a person to fill the vacancy, and thereupon the same 
proceedings be taken as in the case of a first appointment.” 

A serious doubt arises whether, under the words of this sy. 
clause, the creditors could, at the same meeting at which 
remove a trustee, appoint another in his place, or whether another 
meeting would not have to be summoned when the vacancy occurs 
—i.e., when the trustee has been removed. If this be the tre 
construction of the clause, then it is plain that a very unnecessary 
further expense will be occasioned by the holding of two meetings 
instead of one as at present. To meet this objection Mr. Drxoy. 
Harrtanp has given notice of an amendment to add to sub-claug 
1 of clause 78 the following words :— 

‘ And may at the same, or any subsequent meeting, appoint another 
person to fill the vacancy as hereinafter provided in case of a vacancy in 
the office of trustee.’’ 





Preparations are being made at the Royal Courts of Justice for 
the placing of the clock and bells in the East tower. 








EFFECT OF ALTERNATIVE RATES ON 
THE REASONABLENESS OF A CONDI 
TION UNDER THE RAILWAY AND 
CANAL TRAFFIC ACTS. 


Tue case of Brown v. Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshin 
Railway Company (31 W. R. 491, L. R. 10 Q. B. D. 250) raised 
point of considerable importance under the Railway and Caml 
Traffic Act, 1854. That Act, as our readers are aware, in effect 
provides that no condition made by the company with regard t 
the carriage of goods can avail to limit or modify their liabili 
for loss or injury to the goods occasioned by the neglect or de 

of the company, or its servants, unless such condition is adjudged 
to be reasonable. In- various cases discussions have arisen as t 
the effect of the existence of an alternative rate upon the reaso- 
ableness of such conditions. 

In the case we are discussing, the defendants, a railway com 
pany, were in the habit of carrying consignments of fish from fish 
merchants at Grimsby to London for Billingsgate Market. They 
carried at a rate one-fifth lower than the ordinary rates of carriage 
if the sender would sign a “risk-note”’ undertaking to reliew 
the company from all liability for loss or damage by delay @ 
transit, or from whatever other cause arising. The plaintiff had 
signed the risk-note, and delivered fish to the defendants to & 
carried at the lower rate. On the occasion in question, there bei 
delay in the delivery of the fish, the plaintiff lost his market, 
suffered damage in consequence. The defendants knew wha 
they received the fish that there would be this delay, there being 
an extraordinary pressure of traffic, but they gave no noti¢ 
thereof to the plaintiff. It was held in the Gabeers Beneh 
Division (31 W. R. 19, L. R. 9 Q. B. D. 230) that, as the plaintiff 
might have sent the fish at the higher rate without any limitation d 
the defendants’ liability as common carriers, the condition in the risk 
note was reasonable. ‘This decision was reversed in the Court # 
Appeal by Baggallay, Brett, and Lindley, L.JJ. The judgmenl 
in the Court of Appeal, however, do not.seem to us to ! 
conclusively the principle by which these cases must in future be 
governed ; and, pam the judges in the result agreed as to the 
particular case, there is some difference of opinion among them 
as to the proper general formula to be applied to such cases. Th 
condition in the risk-note was alleged to be unreasonable, 


it a the company from all ney wl even for damaj 
arising the default or no of t servants, howevé) 
gross. It was not disputed such 4 condition would be 
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‘qasonable apart from the question of alternative rates. It was 
gontended, however, that, when an option was given of carriage at 
or a lower rate, a condition, which would in the absence 
af such option be unreasonable, might become reasonable. The 
Court of Appeal held that, in order that this doctrine should 
, there must be a real option, and, when there was practically 

no option, the condition must be considered in the same way as if 

_ there had been no alternative rate. They proceeded to hold that 
inthe case before them there was practically no option but to 


Fes 5S o 
seare 





general send at the lower rate under the terms of the risk-note; that the 
} fish merchant, who stood out against the condition and sent at the 
| oo rate, could not compete with rival fish merchants who, 
| Sub. ing advantage of the lower rate, could undersell him, and, 
_ they re, that he practically had no option, and that the existence 
other of the alternative rate, under these circumstances, was immaterial. 
ocurs Baggallay and Brett, L.JJ., however, went further, and expressed 
» true gn opinion that, even if there had been an option, a contract such 
essary as that contained in the risk-note would be unreasonable, because 
es it exempted the company from all liability for damage, however 
clause It seems to us that the general effect of these judgments is to 
leave the subject in a very unsettled state, and that, although they 

nother arived at a solution of the particular case without precisely 
ney MH determining the question upon which the above-mentioned 
opinion was expressed, that solution will probably form the start- 

ing point of fresh difficulty and discussion. The judgments imply, 

‘ce for and it appears hardly possible to deny, that there are cases where 
an option is given by alternative rates, as in the case of persons 

sending goods casually and not in any regular course of trade, 

meh as soma persons sending horses, carriages, furniture, and 

mech like from place to place. Now we cannot help thinking that, 

when the distinction started by the Court of Appeal comes to be 

ON worked out in practice, there will be considerable difficulty in 
NDI. #§ drawing the line between cases where there is a real option and 
\ND where there is not. Take the facts in the case we are discussing. 
: The Court of Appeal seems to have inferred, somewhat arbitrarily 

as it appears to us, from the bare facts we have above stated, that 

Inshin Mi the exigencies of trade gave the plaintiff no option of having his 
ised 1% fish carried at the higher rate; but there does not from the report 
Canal appear to have been any finding of fact to this effect by the county 
. effect court judge who originally heard the case, and we caunot but think 
ard tM it a course of doubtful expediency to draw from such meagre facts 
me an inference so essential to the principle of the decision on a ques- 
le tion of fact which does not seem to have been discussed before the 
judgel # county court judge or the court below. We are very sure that 
. a8  # the question whether there was practically an option in a given 
reason # case—or, in other words, what amounts to such option—will play a 
great part in future litigation on this subject, and it seems desir- 

com- (% able, considering the importance of such a decision as a precedent, 
ym fish that it should have been based on more definite facts and data. 
They We admit the cogency of the considerations that were probably 
arriagt ™ present to the minds of the judges in the Court of Appeal. The 
reliew # alternative rates offered by a company may for business purposes 
ri #® ten be a mere formality which they do not suppose anyone will 
| accept, and which no one can dream of accepting, and so the com- 





may evade the statute. But, on the other hand, great 

ties present themselves with regard to the application of the 
distinction now suggested. These difficulties are, to our mind, 
strongly exemplified by the facts of the case we are discussing. 
, and in what sense, can it be said that in such a case there is no 
ion? It cannot be so said according to the strict use of language. 

it is said there is “practically” no option or no “real” op- 
tion. But what does this mean? There may or may not be cir- 
cumstances moro or less strongly inducing to the selection of one of 
two alternatives, but that does not necessarily destroy the option. 
For instance, the amount of profit upon fish consigned to Billings- 
gate may, and does, no doubt, posi. so some extent on the rate of 


Carriage. If one merchant pays a highor rate for the carriage than 











mother, then, ceteris paribus, the profits of the one will less 
than those of the other, but we cannot sco that this per se involves 
the non-existence of an option. It seoms to us that the only 
tase in which it can be prodicated that thero is practically no 





is where the lower rate of carriage is absolutely essential to 
sentry. eg of the trade—that is to say, when the ciroum- 
stances @ case are such that the higher of the two alternative 


Mtes make it impossible or not worth while to carry on the busi- 








ness. The judgment of Lindley, L.J., and, indeed, that of all the 
judges, seems to be based on the assumption that the con- 
sequences of accepting the higher rate would be that the plaintiff's 
rivals would undersell him and his trade would be destroyed, but 
the idea that this must necessarily follow involves, as it seems to 
us, an economical fallacy. It may, under in circumstances, 
follow, but this must surely depend on a variety of elements, such 
as the demand and supply, amount of competition, and so forth, 
connected with the particular trade; and this shows what a 
difficult question will be raised in many cases by the doctrine now 
enunciated by the Court of Appeal. Various places at various 
distances send similar goods to the same market. The cost of 
carriage may vary considerably, but it surely cannot follow that of 
necessity the place from which the expense of transit is higher 
cannot compete with the place from which it is lower, except in 
the sense that the profits will not be so great. "We cannot see that 
on the evidence before them, so far as it ap from the 

the Court of Appeal were entitled to infer that the plaintiff could 
only send at the lower rate. To say that the mere diminution of 
profit per se necessarily prevents the existence of an option hardly 
seems justifiable, for this seems to amount to saying that there 
never can be an option in the case of alternative rates, for in every 
case a man saves money by accepting the lower rate. But it is 
admitted by the judgment that, in some cases, there may be a real 
option. 

We cannot but feel some doubt as to the expediency and sound- 
hess of the distinction now started by the Court of Appeal. It 
seems to us that the real question which must be decided before 
the law on the subject can be considered satisfactorily settled, is 
that to which Brett, L.J., applied himself in a great part of his 
judgment—viz., whether the existence of an alternative rate makes 
any and every condition reasonable. We are prepared to admit 
that the existence of an alternative rate cannot make a contract 
reasonable which otherwise would be unreasonable, except in the 
sense that nothing can be cailed unreasonable which persons volun- 
tarily and deliberately agree to. The idea that lies at the bottom 
of the alternative rate doctrine, as we understand it, is that, as the 
party has the option of having the goods carried on the terms of 
the common law liability, if he chooses voluntarily to accept any 
other terms, such terms cannot be called unreasonable as agai 
him. We do not say that Brett, L.J., may not turn out ultimately 
to be right, for the question is one of much difficulty, but we 
hardly think, looking to the terms of his judgment, that he seems 
to fully appreciate the strength of the contention on the other side. 
This contention gains increased force, in our opinion, from the 
history of the law on this subject. As we understand it, the mis- 
chief aimed at by the statute was that the companies, having a 
monopoly, refused to carry except on unreasonable terms. The 
effect of the old carriers’ notice was that the carrier thereby adver- 
tised the world that he would not carry, as a common carrier, so 
far as the liability of a common carrier conflicted with the terms of 


his notice. No man was bound to carry as a common carrier unless 
he held himself out as such, and as the carrier had no m there 
was no pretence for restricting his freedem of contract. scope 


of the statute was to say to railway companies that, having a 
monopoly, they should not repudiate the ordinary liabili 
carrier, except so far as they might do so by any condition that 
might be adjudged reasonable. In other words, the Act prevents 
them from compelling persons to come under condi- 
tions. But the argument is that, where they do not repudiate 
liability of a common carrier at all, but for a certain rate aw 
ized by the Legislature are willing to as such, there can 
nothing unreasonable in any contract entered into with them volun- 
tarily to carry on other terms, This seems to us to be the gi 
the argument in favour of the conclusion that the alternative rate 
makes any contract reasonable, which conclusion Lord Bramwell 
(whose eee for freedom of contract are well known) so 
powerfully upholds in Lewis v. Great Western Railway 
(0 W. R. 255, L. R. 3 Q. B. D. 195); and with all respect to 
aster of the Rolls he hardly seems to us to do justice te what 
may call the historical aspect of the subject in his eee 


Eg 


RFF 


Hel; 


in Lewis v. Great Western Railway , © 
Lord Bramwell’s view, or in Brown v. , aad 
Lincolnshire Railway Company. The subject is one of considerable 


interest and importance, and we have no doubt that it will eccasion 


further controversy. 
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There was another point raised, the decision upon which rather 
puzzles us; it was held that the condition, so far as it concerned 
the liability of the company in respect of damage by loss of market, 
was void, because the same condition was unreasonable and void so 
far as it concerned loss of or injury to the goods. The 7th section of 
the Railway and Canal Traffic Act hardly seems to import that ; it 
only says that the company shall be liable for loss of or injury to 
goods, “‘ notwithstanding any notice, condition, or declaration made 
or given by them to the contrary thereof, every such notice, &c., 
being hereby declared to be null and void,” and then follows the 
proviso in favour of a reasonable condition. It seems to us to be a 
strong construction to say, as the decision does, that a condition is 
null and void with regard to delay which causes no injury to the 
goods themselves—there being no prohibition in the statute with 
regard to conditions as ‘to such damage—because such condition is 
void so far as loss and injury to the goods are concerned. 








NATIONALITY. 


A case of De Geer v. Stone (81 W. R. 241, L. R. 22 
Ch. D. 248), recently decided by Mr. Justice Kay, may be 
regarded as settling a point of law which was previously not alto- 
gether clear. The testator in the case was born in Holland and 
purchased real estate in England, where he died in 1840, haying 
acquired an English domicile. The question arose whether he 
was a British subject, and, consequently, before the Naturalization 
Act, 1870, capable of holding and transmitting land in this 
country, or whether, as an alien, his land would go to the Crown. 
It appeared that his great grandfather was a natural-born subject 
of Great Britain, who settled in Holland about 1691, as colonel 
of a British regiment dispatched to that country by William III. 
He married a Dutch lady, and of this marriage there was issue one 
son, the testator’s grandfather, who lived and died in Holland, as 
did also the testator’s father. 

The first enactment on the subject of the status of the offspring 
of British subjects born abroad is that in the Parliament Roll, 17 
Edw. 3, p. 139; but its effect was to leave the matter doubtful. 
The Act of 25 Edw. 3, stat. 1, however, lays down that all 
** children inheritors which from henceforth shall be born without 
the ligeance of the King of England, whose fathers and mothers 
at the time of their birth shall be at the faith and ligeance of the 
King, shall have and enjoy the same benefits and advantages as other 
inheritors in time to come ; so always that the mothers of such chil- 
dren do pass the sea by the licence and will of their husband.” Two 
remarks occur upon this statute. First, it would appear to apply 
not generally, but to children inheritors, and to give to them the 
rights of inheritance; secondly, it might be thought to apply only 
to cases where both father and mother are English subjects. In 
Bacon’s case (Cro, Car. 601), however, it was decided that the 
status of the husband determines that of the wife, for she, though 
an alien, is ‘‘sub potestate viri and guasi under the allegiance of 
our King.” As to the first point, the Act of 7 Anne, c. 5, made 
the law of general effect; it enacts that ‘the children of all 
natural-born subjects born out of the ligeance of her Majesty, her 
heirs and successors, shall be deemed, adjudged, and taken to be 
natural-born subjects of this kingdom to all intents, constructions, 
and purposes whatsoever.” Subsequently, 4 Geo. 2, c. 21, was 
passed, which professes to be explanatory of the Act of Anne, and 
says (section 1) that “all children born out of the ligeance of the 
Crown of England, or of Great Britain, or which shall hereafter 
be born out of such ligeance, whose fathers were, or shall be, 
natural-born subjects of the Crown of England, or Great Britain, 
at the time of the birth of such children respectively,” shall ‘be 
natural-bhorn subjects of the Crown of Great Britain to all intents, 
constructions, and _parponce whatsoever.” The concluding words 
of this section would certainly seem strong enough to give foreign- 
born British subjects, who are thus naturalized, the right and 
Rover of transmitting their citizenship to their descendants. 
This, however, was not the case, and 13 Geo. 3, c. 21, was passed 
in 1773, declaring the children of fathers who were ‘intituled to 
all the rights an AR a of natural-born subjects of the Crown 
of England, or of Great Britain,” under 4 Geo. 2, ¢. 21, “to be 
natural-horn subjects of the Crown of Great Britain to all intents, 
constructions, and purposes whatsoever, as if he and they had 





been and were born in this kingdom.” The concluding words 
this section again might be thought to give the power of ¢ 
mitting nationality to further descendants. 
was decided in the case before us by Mr. Justice Kay. He held 
that the testator was not a British subject, and that, therefor 
having died before the date of the Naturalization Act, he 
not inherit or transmit real estate in this country, and that his 
real estate must go to the Crown. 

It was argued on behalf of the claimants that, if not by 
at any rate by the common law, the descendants of British-bom 
subjects resident abroad are treated as British subjects for ever, and 
that the statutes above alluded to were declaratory, and not sub. 
stantive, enactments. In support of this view the Athlone Pees 
case was cited, in which undoubtedly the great grandson of Robert 
de Ginkell, who was ennobled by William ITI. as Earl of Athlone, 
and whose ancestors, since the first earl, had been born and had 
resided abroad, was held entitled to succeed to the peerage. The 
grounds of the decision in this case are, however, very 0 
and it has always been treated as of doubtful authority. Further 
than this case, there does not seem to have been any legal authority 
for the notion of the indefinite transmissibility of the Batig 
character, which was, however, advanced as a doctrine of common 
law. Possibly the notion, as far as it has prevailed, is grounded 
on the fact that, in some foreign countries—including France— 
national status does thus continue, and is a survival of the doctring 
of allegiance as held in feudal times. By this decision of My, 
Justice Kay it is, however, now definitely laid down that British 
national character is not transmissible beyond a grandchild whose 
parents were born abroad. 

If either of the statutes, 4 Geo. 2, c. 21, and 13 Geo. 3, . 21, 
had stood by itself, the words, ‘‘to all intents, constructions, and 
purposes whatsoever,” might reasonably seem to include the trans. 
mission of national character to descendants ; but the fact that it 
was considered necessary to pass the statute of George III. to 
make the children of those naturalized by the Act of George Il. 
British subjects, shows that this was not the case with the earlier 
statute, and leads to the inference that the same restricted meaning 
must be given to the later statute. Under these circumstan 
Mr. Justice Kay probably took a sound view of the law in decidir 
that the testator in De Geer v. Stone was not a British subject. ~ 
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Practice — AppEat — Inaccurate Notice — VAutipiry — SIGNATURE OF 
Soxicrrors—AprpuiicaTion To Extenp Timze—Costs— Orp. 58, r. 15.— 
In a case of Kettlewell v. Watson, before the Court of Appeal on the 30th 
ult., a question arose as to the validity of a notice of appeal which was 
admittedly inaccurate. The notice was given just before the expiration of the 
year limited for appealing. The appellant was just about to change his 
country solicitors, but no order to make the change on the record had beam 
made. The same London solicitors acted as agents both for the appel- 
lant’s solicitors on the record and for the solicitors who were about to be 
substituted. The notice of appeal was signed by the London agents, who 
in signing it described themselves as agents for the intended new solicitors, 
instead of as agents for the old solicitors, who were still the solicitors on 
the record. The error was afterwards discovered, and the time for appeal- 
ing having meanwhile expired, the appellant gave notice of motion 
in the Court of Appeal, asking that the time for appealing might be 
extended. An order to change the solicitors had meniaviiia haus made. 
The appeal had been set down. The court (Bacoatnay, Corton, and 
Bowen, L.JJ.) held that the notice, though inaccurate, was a sufficient 
notice, and that the appeal had been properly set down. The present 
application, though the applicant was we vised in making it, was there- 
fore unnecessary, and the applicant must pay the costs of it.—Soxrcrrons, 
Paterson, Snow, § Bloxam ; Layton, Jaques, § Co. 





Rattway Company—Svrricirency or Notice or Merrinc—ReEmunera- 
Tron OF DirEcrors—Companzes Ciauses Act, 1845, ss. 67, 91.—In a case 
of Hutton v. The West Cork Railway Company, before the Court of Appeal 
on the 29th ult., a question arose as to the sufficiency of a notice of a 
meeting of a railway company, at which it was attempted to exercise the 


power given by section 91 of the Companies Act, 1845, to deterniine tlié 
“s a debenture 


remuneration of directors.. The action was brought 
stockholder of the West Cork Railway Company to restrain 

tion of money voted at a meeting of the compan ih pavepent directors. 
remuneration for past services ont of the prdbests f the sale of the com- 


pany’s ae . No director of the company had ever réceived 
remuneration. In 1879 an Act was passed enabling the Cork and Ban 





Railway Company to se the undertaking of the West; Cork Com> 
pany, The Act provided that the purchase-money should be ascertained 
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ration, and that it should be applied by the West Cork Company, 
paying ce: costs; secondly, ‘‘in paying off any revenue debts 
ges of the West Cork Company, so far as the same may not 
ready have been peid out of revenue; ’? and, thirdly, in distributing 
the bala nee among the debenture stockholders and shareholders. After 
the completion of the transfer and the payment of the purchase-money, 
the West Cork Company was to be dissolved, ‘‘except for the purpose of 
regulating their internal affairs and winding up the same, and of applying 
the said purchase- money in accordance with the provisions of this Act.’’ 
_ fhe arbitrator fixed the purchase-money at a sum of £142,000, which was 
wid, and the undertaking was transferred. He also fixed the proportions 
n which the ultimate balance was to be distributed among the persons 
nte Notice was given of a general meeting to be held “for the 
' of receiving the directors’ report and statement of accounts, and 
9 transaction of general business,”’ but in the notice was contained 
no statement that it was intended to propose a vote for the remuneration 
of the directors. The notice was duly advertised, and a printed copy of 
the report and balance-sheet was posted to the address of each proprietor 
of shares and stock. A copy of the advertised notice was printed on the 
outside of the report. In the body of the report it was stated that the 
directors proposed “to take over the sum of £4,000, out of which they 
will provide for the law costs up to the present time and any further 
establishment expenses, retaining the balance for compensating the com- 
any’s officials in London and Cork, and their own remuneration.’’ The 
general meeting was held, and it was then resolved to set apart £4,000 for 
fevenue expenses and charges, and to distribute the balance. The 
company voted to the directors as remuneration the balance of the 
eye after satisfying other revenue charges. Fry, J., held, anie, 
p. 348) that as no special notice was given as to the vote for directors’ 
remuneration, the vote was not properly made, but he was of opinion that 
ifa vote was properly made at a proper general meeting, there was 
nothing to prevent the company from making the payments to officials 
and directors. The remuneration was a revenue charge, and the matter 
was one in which the majority at a general meeting could bind the 
minority. He therefore granted an injunction until a proper meeting 
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i, had been called, and a vote properly made. This judgment was delivered 
and inMarch. A regular meeting was held in April, and a vote duly made. 
ans. The — appealed. The Court of Appeal (Baccattay, Corron, 
t it ad Bowen, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal, though Baccatuay, L.J., 
. to dissented from the view taken by the other members of the court. 


Corron, L.J., said that the injunction had been granted because there 
had been no meeting at which the resolution could be passed according to 
the powers of the company; but the learned judge had intimated an 
inion adverse to the appellant, that if a meeting was properly called 
re would be power to vote the remuneration. The appeal was, there- 
fore, for an extended injunction. Dealing first with the compensation to 
the officials, it was to be observed that they had been paid while in the 
company’s service, and that they had no claim against the company for 
being discharged. The compensation was, therefore, simply a gratuity. 
The compensation to the directors was on a different footing. They had 
hever received any remuneration, and none had been fixed at any general 
meeting. It was said that it was within the powers of a business company 
to give gratuities to its servants. That was so when the company was 
carrying on business for the purpose of making a profit. Here the com- 
pany did continue to have powers incident to winding up, but not such as 
were implied in the cases referred to. It had been decided that an in- 
surance company might pay losses which were not strictly those insured 
against, and that a company might give gratuities to servants in a very 
prosperous year, because those payments were really for the good of the 
companies. This principle was not applicable when the company existed 
only for the purpose of winding up. In a trading company there was 
power to do what was ordinarily and reasonably done in such a business 
with a view to getting better work from its servants, or of attracting 
custom. The principle assumed that the company was a going concern. 
Here the company was gone as a company carrying on business for the 
purpose of making a profit, and sums paid to officials could not be looked 
on as an inducement to them to be more zealous, or given with a view to 
e the profits in the future. The payment must be taken as a 
gtatuity for past services. As to the payment to directors, even if it 
could properly be made, there was an objection to the way in which it 
Was given. As they were to have what remained after certain charges 
Were provided for, the amount was uncertain, and it might be much more 
than the sum at which the directors’ services had been estimated. But 
that point need not be considered at present; nor need it be considered 
whether, as a general rule, a general meeting could give remuneration to 
( rs for past years durmg which they had acted apparently without 
intending to receive any remuneration. There had been no suggestion 
here that the directors should be remunerated, and the section of the Act 
which provided for the payment of ‘‘revenue debts and charges” un- 
doubtedly meant to provide for charges already constituted, which would 
Tony come against revenue. A general meeting might, however, vote 
directors a fair remuneration for their services in the winding up. If 

it could ‘be shown here that the sum voted to the directors for past ser- 
Vices was for services rendered after the transfer, the vote could not 
have been attacked. But the evidence showed that it was a sum which it 
Was thought might, with reasonable generosity, be paid to them, consider- 
ing that they had never received anything. Such a payment was beyond 
E> powers given by the Act of 1879 and the Companies Clauses Act, and 
d be wltrd vires. An injunction must be granted restraining the 

bo red from applying any part of the £4,000, in accordance with the 
Tesolution, otherwise than for costs and expenses. This would be without 
Prejudice to a general meeting voting remuneration to the directors for 
Services rendered in the winding up. Bowen, L.J., delivered judgment to 
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the same effect. Baaeattay, LJ eqs with Fry, J. He t the 
winding up was part of the “in affairs’ of the company, was 
as much a part of its business as the carrying on of its affairs. The resolu- 
tion had been carried 2 decided majority, and properly passed at a 
meeting properly held. He even doubted whether the yment was not 
within the powers of the directors, without the sharehol: 
Robinson § Cameron ; Norton, Rose, § Co. 


.—SoLicrrors, 





Princrpa, anp AcEntT—Fartvre or Foreign Commission Agent to 
Consten Goops or THE Kinp OrnperEpD—Mazasvure or Damaczs.—In the 
case of Cassaboglou v. Gibb, Livingston, § Co., inthe Court of Appeal, No. 1, 
on the 28th inst., the court had to consider what is the nieasure_of 
damages when a commission agent abroad has supplied his principal with 
goods of an inferior description to those ordered. The plaintiff, a 
merchant in London, inquired by telegram of the defendants, who are 
commission merchants at Hong Kong, at what price they could buy a 
certain kind of opium. The defendants replied, and the plaintiff ordered 
them to buy certain cases of the opium described. The defendants pur- 
chased for the plaintiff what they believed, though erroneously as it turned 
out, to be the opium ordered. The invoices were forwarded to the plain- 
tiff, who accepted and paid drafts drawn upon him by the defendants for 
the price ofthe opium. The opium pach § out to be of inferior quality, 
and the plaintiff rejected it, and, as he had already sold in advance a por- 
tion of the opium, he had to make an allowance to the purchasers. Fhe 
remainder was sold. at a lower price than that paid for it by the plaintiff. 
It was admitted that the kind of opium in question could not have been 
purchased at Hong Kong. The plaintiff claimed, in an action against the 
defendants, the difference between the value of the goods of the descrip- 
tion sold and of those actually sent, thus treating the relation between 
himself and the defendants as that of vendorand vendee. The defendants 
paid £300 into court. Manisty and Williams, JJ., held that the plaintiff 
was only entitled to recover his actual loss (L. R. 9 Q. B. D. 220,30 W. R. 
Dig. 64). The plaintiff appealed. The court (Brerr, M.R., and Laypiey and 
Fry, L.JJ.) dismissed the appeal. Brerr, M.R., said for the breach of 
duty as agent the plaintiff would only be entitled to receive the actual 
damage incurred by reason of the breach, and that would be in this case 
the loss sustained by the plaintiff having entered into the forward contracts 
and having incurred certain smaller expenses, but that loss would be 
covered by payment into court. The measure of damages as between 
vendor and vendee only applies to non-delivery of goods. The passage 
relied on by the plaintiff in Blackburn on Sales, p. 214, did not say that so 
long as the contract remained executory as to the delivery of goods, the 
agent could be sued asa vendor. Though a foreign agent had a right of 
stoppage in transitu, that was only when he had bought the goods he was 
bound to buy. But that had not been done in the case in question. 
Linptey, L.J., was of the same opinion. Fry, L.J., said that it is clear 
that numerous cases exist where there ig a right of stoppage in transitw, 
but no contract of sale. That was a right which the courts have applied 
when they have considered it just and equitable that it should be applied. 
It was said if the agent was not a vendor the property would not pass to 
the principal in England. But, in his lordship’s opinion, the property 
passed in such a case by virtue of the relation of principal and . 
an agent purchases in His own name goods ordered by the prin and 
appropriates them, the agent cannot say the goods were not pure 
by him in hischaracter as agent.—Sonicrrors, Paines, Layton, § Pollock ; 
Flux § Leadbitter. 





Practice—Morreacr—Foreciosurg Action—Orper vor Satz—Con- 
VEYANCING AND Law or Propgrry Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vicr. c. 41), s. 25.— 
In the case of The Manchester and Salford Bank y. Scoweroft, before Chitty, 
J., on the 24th ult., the question arose whether under the Conveyancing and 
Law of Property Act, 1881, s. 25, the defendant in a foreclosure action who, 
before decree, had applied for an order for sale of the mortgaged property, 
was entitled to have the conduct of the sale. It appeared that the defend- 
ant had obtained an order in chambers for the sale of the property, sub- 
jeet to a reserved price sufficient to cover the principal, interest, and costs, 
and had also paid into court a sum to meet costs of sale. The security 
was stated to be ample. The plaintiffs objected to the order, pieety 
on the ground that, notwithstanding the new enactment, the plaintiffs in 
any action had primd facie aright of conduct of an order for sale. For the 
practice of the court before the Conveyancing Act of 1881, counsel referred 
to the case of Hewitt v. Manson (TW. R.5) in which Kindersley, Y.C., ina 
foreclosure action by a second mortgagee, held that the plaintiff was en- 
titled under 15 & 16 Vict. c. 86, s. 48, to apply for an order for sale, but 
the court in the exercise of its discretion, on the ground of justice and 
convenience, gave the conduct to the first mortgagee. It was also ob- 
jected that the 25th section of the Act of 1881, sub-sections 1 and 2, did 
not empower the court to make an order where the action was one for 
foreclosure, as by the 3rd sub-section such an order was expressly confined 
to redemption actions only, which showed that mo: in no case 
were to be deprived of their right to the conduct of the sale. Onrrry, J., 
said that the construction contended for by the plaintiffs was a narrow 


one. The court had, beyond a doubt, under the Act, power to make the 
order. Section 25, sub-section 1, said that any person entitled to redeem 


might haye an order for sale, and sub-section 2 said that the court might 
make the order on such terms as it thought fit. His lordship, moreover, 
quite agreed with the remarks of Fry, J., in Wooley v. Colman (30 W. R, 
769, L. R. 21 Ch. D. 169), as to the advisability of in ing the sale to 
the parties interested in obtaining the lospent rice for the peepeny 
rather than to those who were only interested in obtaining what was suffi- 





cient to cover their security. The plaintiffs here had nothing to ——. 
of, and the motion must be dismissed, with costs, against the plaintiffs in 
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any event.—Soxrcrrors, Gregory, Rowcliffes, § Co., for Fullagar, Hulton, § 
Co., Bolton; Hamlin, Grammer, §& Hamlin, for J. W. Mather, Bolton. 





Lanpiorp anp Trenant—Disrress ror Rent—Srrectan PowER MORE 
Extensive THAN Common Law Ricur—Company—WInNDING Up—LEAVE TO 
Disrram.—In a case of In re The River Swale Brick and Tile Company, 
before Pearson, J., on the 24th ult., the question arose whether the 
common law right of a landlerd to distrain for rent in arrear was super- 
seded by a special power of distress contained in the lease under which 
the tenant held the property. The company were tenants of some land 
containing brick-earth under a lease dated the 28th of February, 1882, 
for a term of twenty-one years, at a rent and royalties which were made 
payable half-yearly on the 6th of January and the 6th of July in each 
year. And there was a proviso that, if any part of the rent and royalties 
reserved should be in arrear for twenty-one days, it should be lawful for 
the lessor to enter and distrain for the rent and royalties in arrear, a right 
being given to distrain,on various things to which a landlord’s ordi- 
nary common law right of distress would not extend. On the 13th 
of January, 1883, the lessor distrained for rent due on the 6th of 
July, 1882, and on the 19th of January, 1883, he distrained again for 
the rent which had accrued due on the 6th of January, 1883. On 
the 2nd of February, 1883, a petition was presented to wind up the com- 
ce , and in the winding up subsequently ordered the lessor applied for 
eave to proceed with his distresses. It was objected on behalf of the 
liquidator that there was no right to distrain until the rent had been in 
arrear for twenty-one days, and that the special rights given by the power 
contained in the lease were inconsistent with the existence of the ordinary 
common law right of distress. Prarson, J., held, on the authority of 
Giles v. Spencer (3 C. B. N. S. 244), that (there being in the lease no nega- 
tive words forbidding the lessor to distrain before the expiration of the 
twenty-one days), notwithstanding the special power in the lease, the 

i common law right to distrain for rent in arrear remained, though 
the lessor could not, under a distress levied before the expiration of the 
twenty-one days, avail himself of any articles other than those to which 
ry: — common law right extended.—Sorrcrrors, J. Myers ; Morten 

utler. 





Practice—Tariat or Issues py Orrictan RerEREE—Morion ror A NEw 
Triat—JvpicaturE Act, 1873, ss. 57, 58—Rvuizs or Court, orp. 36, rn. 34; 
orp. 39, rn. 14; orp. 53, rr. 2, 3:—In the case of Dyke v. Cannell, 
which came before a divisional court, consisting of Watkin Williams, 
Cave, and A. L. Smith, JJ., on the 24th ult., the question 
arose as to the proper mode of moving for a new trial, where the 
issues of fact in the action had been ordered to be tried by an official 
referee under section 57 of the Judicature Act, 1873. The order of refer- 
ence was made on December 2, 1882. The report of the official referee was 
filed on April 13, 1883, finding the issues in favour of the plaintiff. The 
oo gave notice of motion for judgment upon the report, and the de- 

endant, on May 4, gave notice of motion to set aside the findings and the 
report, and to remit the issues for re-trial, on the ground that the findings 
were against the weight of evidence, and on certain other grounds. It was 
objected on the part of the plaintiff, on the authority of Sullivan v. Riving- 
ton (28 W. R. 372), that the motion ought to have been by rule nisi for a 
new trial under ord. 39, r. 1a, and not by notice of motion, and that such 
motion ought to have been made within four days after the date of the 
filing of the report, and that, therefore, his motion was notin proper form, 
and was out of time. The court, however, overruled the objection, and 
held that ord. 39, r. 1a, did not apply to issues tried before an official referee, 
but that by ord. 36, r. 34, and ord. 53, rr. 2, 3, the proper mode of moving 
to set aside the report of an official referee and to remit the matter for re- 
trial was by notice of motion, and that there was no time limited by the 
Judicature Act or Rules within which this motion must be made.— 
Soxicrrors, Meynell & Pemberton ; Stones, Morris, § Stone. 





SOLICITORS’ CASES, 
Court or AppEat (No. 1). 
(Before BRETT, M.R., and Liypiey and Fry, L.JJ.) 
May 23, 24.—In re Freston.* 
Solicitor—Privilege—Attachment for contempt. 


This was an application by way of appeal from the judgment of Grove 
and Stephen, JJ., refusing to discharge W. A. Freston, solicitor, who had 
been arrested, by virtue of a writ of attachment, for contempt in not 
having complied with certain orders of the court (see report, W. R. 
581). Ita that in March, 1882, the applicant was ordered by a 
master to deliver to Messrs. Brownlow & Howe certain documents al a 


should not be drawn a the £10 and the costs of the orders and pro- 
were paid within a week. The applicant paid the £10 but not 
, and, in April, 1882, a writ of attachment was issued, in pursu- 
ance of which the applicant was arrested in a og 1883, when returning 
direct to his office Bow-street, where he had been professionally 
in some prisoners charged with treason-felony. The 


mt applied to be discharged on the ground that his arrest was a 











violation of his privilege as a professional advocate, and at 
of his arrest, he complied with the substantive part of order 
could not be arrested for non-payment of costs. The application hg 
been refused, the applicant now appealed. bad 
Bowen Rowlands, Q.C., and Wyatt Hart, in support of the application, 
A. T. Lawrence, contra. es 
Cock, for the Sheriff of Middlesex. 4 
Their lordships reserved judgment till the following morning, whe | 
they dismissed the appeal. me 
Brett, M.R., said he was of opinion that" privilege from arrest woul 
apply in the case of an inquiry before a police magistrate. From ame 
upon a criminal charge there is, by the law of England, no privilege, by 
it is otherwise where the attachment is a process for enforcing judgmey 
in a mere civil dispute between parties. In such circumstances, ” 
of Parliament, barristers, solicitors, and witnesses returning from th 
place where they have been exercising their duties, are privileged 
arrest. There are attachments for contempt, which are different in kin 
and, therefore, have different incidents, the difference depending on 
kind of contempt. The privilege would apply where the attachment way 
issued for disobedience to a decree or judgment in a mere civil di 
but not where it was issued for the purpose of maintaining the di 
of the court, or enforcing the law against that which is in the nature of 
an offence against the law. That distinction was shown by the j udgmeat 
of Lord Redesdale in MeWilliam’s case (1 Sch. & Lef. 169), and of Lom 
Brougham in Wellesley’s case (2 R. & M. 639). With regard to solicita 
the courts have always exercised a peculiar jurisdiction over them in con. 
sequence of the trust necessarily reposed in them by the law. In re 
of that trust they have peculiar privileges, and, therefore, corresponding 
duties, a breach of which is in the nature of an offence. Sub-section 4 
the 4th section of the Debtors Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 62), recognized 
and acted upon that state of the law. That view was borne out by the 
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language of Jessel, M.R., in Morris v. Ingram (28 W. R. 434, L. R. B in 
Ch. D. 339). In his lordship’s opinion, the attachment in ag was t 
ordered in respect of a contempt which was in the nature of an ; that t 
and no privilege could be claimed in respect of that order, which was made 9 to th 


for the purpose of curing that offence. 
Livery and Fry, L.JJ., gave judgment to the same effect. 
Solicitors, WV. A. Freston (in person); Brownlow § Howe; W. Maynara, 


4 





May 28.—Cooper v. Prichard.* 


Solicitor and client—Liability of solicitor for fraud of partner—Effed 
of discharge under liquidation—Bankruptcy Act, 1869 (32 & # 
Vict. c. 71), s. 49. 

This was an action to recover from a solicitor a sum of money which had 
been intrusted to his partner, who had misappropriated it. It appeared 
that the defendant was a salaried partner in a firm which carried on the 
business of solicitors and scriveners, under the style of Chapman, Turnet, 
& Prichard, the two latter gentlemen being, in fact, the only partnéen. 
The business was carried on by two separate branches, with 
banking accounts. The defendant attended solely to the City branch, and — 
his pore, Mr. John Turner, attended to the branch at Lincoln’s-im, 
In October, 1879, the plaintiff employed Mr. Turner for the sale of some 
land to the Metropolitan Board of Works, and authorized him to recive the 
peemace-wener 9 sum of £2,700—and to invest it on mortgage. Mi 

urner received the money, and paid it into the banking account of the 

Lincoln’s-inn branch of the business, but did not invest it. Mr. Turne 

subsequently absconded, and the firm went into liquidation, at the clos 

of which the defendant received his discharge. The plaintiff then sued 
him for the sum so intrusted to his partner, contending that the action was 
maintainable, notwithstanding the discharge under the liquidation, on the 
ground that the debt had been incurred by breach of trust, and aan 
was within the exception contained in section 49 of the Bankruptcy Act 

1869. It was urged on behalf of the defendant that a proof could not 

have been tendered against his separate estate, and that a se te action 

could not therefore be brought against him; also that the debt was due | 
from the firm, and that a partner could not be personally liable, except in - 

the case of personal fraud. ‘The case was tried before Pollock, B, 

who gave judgment for the plaintiff, though he remarked that no blame | 

oes ae Poe to the defendant. From the decision the defendant now 

appealed. 4 

j H. Davey, Q.C., Grantham, Q.C., and J. W. Lawrence, for the appele 

ant. cee 

A, Wills, Q.C., and Dundas Gardiner, for the respondent, were nob 
called upon to argue. iS 

Brett, M.R., said it was part of the business of the firm, as scriveners | 
to receive and invest the moneys of clients. If Turner had invested thé 
money received by him, it would have been an investment by the partner — 
ship, as he was acting as partner within the scope of the business. For the 
fraud committed by his partner in a transaction which that partner might — 
legally perform in a manner binding on the partnership, the defendant 
was liable before the bankruptcy. The liability of the defendant after | 
receiving his discharge depended on the words of section 49 of the Bank+ — 
ruptcy Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 71). In his tordship’s opinion, the — 
meaning of that section was that the bankrupt was not to be disc af 
from any debt or liability binding on him, which had been incurred by | 
any fraud or breach of trust. The case of the defendant came within thos — 
words, and he was therefore liable. i 
Liyvrey and Fry, L.JJ., were of the same opinion, and thought it 
impossible to cut down the words of the section so as to limit it to a fraud 
or breach of trust committed personally by the bankrupt. 2 
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* Reported by C. A. Fzpanp, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, 
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a ere dismissed. 
Solicitors, Hindson, Miller, § Vernon ; Smith, Fawdon, § Low. 
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THE SETTLED LAND ACT. 


Weare enabled this week, through the courtesy of the solicitors engaged 
ip the case, to give a full report of the judgmert of Pearson, J., 
93rd ult., in the case of In re The Duke of Newcastle's Settled Estates, 
the effect of which we gave a short note last week (ante, p. 498). We 
gould state that the person entitled, but for his infancy, to the posses- 
don of the estates, was, not a tenant for life, but a tenant in tail, but for 
the of the question before the court he stood, by virtue of section 
oa the Act, in the same ition as if he had been a tenant for life. 
é for the opinion of the court the first, second, 





Of the five questions sta 
ga fifth were disposed of during the argument ; the judgment which we 
umm give deals with the third and fourth, which related to persons who 
were to exercise the powers of sale and leasing, and the consent which was 





Ie the first question, the application of the proceeds of the sale of 
timber, it did not appear clear whether the infant was or was not im- 
le for waste in a of timber, and Pearson, J., held 
if he was not impeachable for waste, the application of the money 
gould be regulated by the provisions of the settlement; while, if he 
yas impeachable for waste, the application of the money would be 
-4 section 35 of the Act. As to the second question, which 
orem the application of the rents of the settled property during the 
minority of the infant, Pearson, J., held that the case was governed by 
the power of management contained in the settlement, which empowered 
the s, during the minority of every person who would, if of full 
age, be entitled to possession, to enter into possession or receipt of the 
rents, and to manage the property, and apply the moneys received by 
them in the manner therein pointed out. As to the fifth question, the 
tion of the rents arising under a mining lease, it appearing that 
infant was not impeachable for waste in respect of mines, Pearson, J., 
held that the-application of the rent was regulated by the settlement, and 
that the provisions of section 11 of the Actdid not apply. With regard 
to the third and fourth questions Pearson, J., gave judgment as 
follows :— 


Itis necessary for me to give my opinion upon this Act with the greatest 
Para clearness. The Act isa new one which I have to interpret for 
first time ; it has only just comeinto operation, and no one could feel 
more than I do the great difficulty of enor el it correctly, and avoid- 
ing mistakes which may affect titles hereafter. I have endeavoured, how- 
ever, to understand the Act as well as I can, and I have come to the con- 
that the purport and object of it is to grant to a tenant for life 
very large powers for his own benefit, and I desire to construe the Act in 
that spirit. In the present case the tenant for life, so to say, is a tenantin 
tall, and he is aninfant. There are, in the settlement, large powers of 
leasing and of sale, and they are the only powers which I have to deal with 
mthe present occasion. The powers of leasing are substantially the same 
athe powers given by the Act. It is not wished to grant a lease contrary 
to, ot in extension of, the provisions of the settlement, and it is not 
necessary, therefore, to refer to the powers of the Act in order to enable 
thelease which it is desired to grant to be granted. The lease could be 
ee under the powers of the settlement if this Act had never passed. 
difficulty is, upon referring to the Act, to know exactly who are the 
petsons who ought now to grant the lease, and what, if any, consent is 
necessary to the exercise of the power. The power to granta leaseis, by the 
setilement, given to the guardian or guardians for the time being of any 
person under the age of twenty-one years. If, therefore, the Act had not 
the ian or guardians for the time being of the present duke 
would be the persons entitled to t thelease. The question is whether 
there is anything in the Act which prevents them from granting a lease, 
ad renders it necessary that the lease should be granted by other persons 
that is to say, by the trustees of the settlement under the Act. 
Now the only two sections which really have any very important bear- 
upon this question are the 56th and the 60th. The 60th section says, 
‘ a tenant for life, or a person having the powers of a tenant for 
life under this Act, is an infant, or an infant would, if he were of full age, 
bea tenant for life, or have the powers of a tenant for life, under this Act, 
ers of a tenant for life under this Act may be exercised on his 
by the trustees of the settlement, and, if there are none, then by 
sich person and in such manner as the court, on the application of a testa- 
mentary or other guardian or next friend of the infant, either generally 
or in a particular instance, orders.’’ If, therefore, this lease were to be 
gmanted under the provisions of the Act, entirely independently of the 
Ptovisions of the settlement, the trustees of the settlement would be the 
Proper persons to t the lease. But, as I have already stated, it was 
| cee to grant the lease under the powers of the settlement, assuming 
those powers still exist. Do they or do they not exist, and have the 
saa who have the power under the settlement still the authority given 
them by the settlement to grant the lease? Now the first clause of 
56 seems to me very p’ It is this : ‘“‘ Nothing in this Act shall 
lake away, abridge, or prejudicially affect any power for the time being 
under a settlement, or by statute or otherwise, exerciseable by 
‘tenant for life, or by trustees with his consent, or on his request, or by 
tine” on, or otherwise ; and the powers given by this Act are cumula- 


Tread that (I say again with diffidence) to mean this: that it is 
Not intended to take away from the trustees named in any settlement 
=~ given to them by that settlement, and that, if all parties are con- 


to exercise those powers, those powers may still be exercised; but, 


it the in the ement are more restricted than the powers in the 
ue | epg of the Act, or the powers given by the Act, are cumu- 
; is, that the powers in the Act, so far as they give larger 





authority than is given by the settlement, may be exercised in the manner 
prescribed by the Act. That, as it seems to me, makes that clause in- 
telligible, and makes both parts of it ectly harmonious. The 2nd 
sub-section, I confess, raises some difficulty. I donot think there ismuch 
difficulty with regard to the first part of it. Sub-section 2 says, ‘“‘ But in 
case of conflict between the provisions of a settlement and the provisions 
of-this Act, relative to any matter in respect whereof the tenant for life 
exercises, or contracts, or intends to exercise any power under this Act, 
the provisions of this Act shall prevail; and, accordingly, notwithstanding 

anything in the settlement, the consent of the tenant for life shall, by 

virtue of this Act, be necessary to the exercise by the trustees of the 

settlement or other person of any power conferred by the settlement 

exerciseable for any purpose provided for in this Act.”’ 

The first part, as I read it, means that, in any case where the tenant for 
life is desirous of exercising the powers given to him under the > 
or given to him under the Act, if the powers under the settlement are less 
beneficial to him, are less extensive than the power given to him by the 
Act, he is entitled to exercise the power under the Act, notwi i 
any restrictions contained in the settlement. But then the latter part of 
that sub-section goes, as it seems to me, away altogether from the case of 
a tenant for life who is exercising the power, and it deals with the case 
where trustees are exercising the power, and it seems to me that it is 
meant to be an illustration of what is meant to be the whole spirit and 
scope of the Act (which is, as I have already said, to give larger powers to 
the tenant for life than he had before), and it prescribes this, that in all 
cases, notwithstanding anything in the settlement, the consent of the 
tenant for life shall, by virtue of the Act, be necessary to the exercise by 
the trustees of the settlement of any power conferred by the settlement 
exerciseable for any purpose provided for in the Act. I read 
sub-section 2, therefore, as meaning that, amongst other things 
which are cumulative, the consent of the tenant for life must now be 
added to the exercise of any power of leasing or sale by the trustees of the 
settlement, although that consent is not required by the settlement. I 
come, therefore, to the conclusion that the trustees of the settlement can- 
not henceforth exercise the power of sale or the power of leasing vested in 
them by the settlement absolutely at their own discretion, as by the 
terms of the settlement, without the consent of the tenant for hfe. 

Now, as in this case the tenant for life is an infant, the first question is, 
Can an infant give that consent? The second question is, If he cannot give 
that consent, is there any person, or are there any persons, who can give 
the consent for him? Now I cannot help thinking that in the construc- 
tion of this Act I ought to give’its terms the widest construction I can 
give to them, consistently with the meaning of the English language, so 
as torender all the clauses of the Act operative. Now, under section 60, 
I find that when a tenant for life is an infant, the powers of a tenant for 
life under the Act may be exercised on his behalf by the trustees of the 
settlement. This, which you may call a fetter upon the exercise of the 
discretion by the trustees, is also, as it seems to me, a power given to the 
tenant for life to consent, or withhold his consent, to the exercise of the 
discretion vested in the trustees. Ithink, therefore, that under the 60th 
section the trustees of the settlement can consent on behalf of the tenant 
for life, and it enables the trustees to exercise the powers under the settle- 
ment with that consent. I am confirmed in that-view by the 33rd sec- 
tion, which is an exceedingly beneficial one. It enacts that ‘‘ where under 
a settlement money isin the hands of trustees, and is liable to be laid out 
in the purchase of land to be made subject to the settlement, then, in 
addition to such powers of dealing therewith as the trustees have independ- 
ently of this Act, they may, at the option of the tenant for life, invest or 
apply the same as capital money arising under this Act.” 

Either there is some person who can exercise that option, or the power is 
not capable of being exercised during the minority of the tenant for life. 
I think it is impossible to hold that it was the intention of the Act that 
such a beneficial power as that might be exercised where there was an 
adult tenant for life, but that it could not be exercised during the minority 
of a tenant for life. I am again obliged to fall back upon the 60th section, 
and I read that section as giving the trustees of the settlement, who are 
enabled to exercise the powers of an infant tenant for life under the Act, 
a power to exercise this option on behalf of the infant tenant for life. I 
think that in either case it was intended that where there was an infant 
tenant for life, the trustees of the settlement should be able to do whatever 
the infant was authorized to do under the Act, and in so deciding I think 
that I harmonize the sections of the Act, at all events sufficiently to make 
it reasonable and intelligible. I come, therefore, to the conclusion that 
the power of leasing contained in this settlement may still be exercised by 
the guardians, but with the consent of the trustees of the settlement. 

The same observations, of course, apply to the power of sale, which, in 
this case, is vested in the trustees named in the settlement, and is to be 
exercised by them in the case of infancy with the consent of the testamen- 
tary ians. It was said in argument, and not unfairly, that, inas- 
much as the testamentary guardians must consent under the settlement, 
to make the trustees of the settlement also consent would be to give two 
protections to the infant. I agree that that is so. All I can say is that the 
Act has provided that the powers are not to be exorcised from the settle- 
ment, that the powers of is eeniecenes not to be abridged or restricted. 
I hold, therefore, that the power of sale still remains to be exercised in the 
way in which it is Gestalt be exercised by the settlement itself, but 
with this additional provision, that the trustees of the settlement must now, 
under the 60th section, consent to its exercise. 








Lord Adam, the senior judge of the Outer House of the Scottish Court 
of Session, is stated to be dangerously ill. 
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SOCIETIES. 


HERTS LAW SOCIETY. 


The first annual meeting of the members of this society was held at the 
Law Institution on Monday, May 21, the following members being 
resent :—Messrs. T. J. Sworder, H. Baker, A. Hawks, W. Gee, W. O. 
imes, W. Grover, A. W. Vaisey, H. H. Wells, W. P. Slater, F. Shilli- 
toe, H. Day, J. L. Foster, J. Hunt, C. V. Thorneycroft, G. F. Foxwell, 
W. M. , O. E. Longmore, P. W. Dumville, W. O. Boyes, C. E. 
Phillips, A. H. Debenham, ©. Gayton, and E. B. Lindsell. 
The following officers were appointed for the ensuing year :—Mr. T. J. 
Sworder, of Hertford, president; Mr. H. M. Turner, of Watford, vice- 
resident. ing committee :—Messrs. A. Hawks, of Hertford; H. 
er, of Bishop’s Stortford ; W. Grover, of Hemel Hempstead ; W. O. 
Times, of Hitchin; and P. W. Dumville, of St. Albans; and Mr. C. E. 
Longmore, of Hertford, hon. secretary. The members afterwards dined 
together at the Criterion. 


ee 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Honours Examination. 
April, 1883. 

At the examination for honours of candidates for admission on the roll 
of solicitors of the Supreme Court, the examination committee recom- 
mended the following gentlemen as being entitled to honorary distinc- 
tion :— 

Fiest Crass. 
[In order of Merit.] 

Charles Percival Kemp, who served his clerkship with Mr. Robert 
Clitherow, of Horncastle ; and Messrs. Cunliffe, Beaumont, & Davenport, 
of London. 

Walter George Swift, who served his clerkship with Mr. Thomas Swift, 
and with Mr. John Oakden Swift, of St. Helens. 


Szconp Cass. 
[In Alphabetical order. ] 

William He Andrew, who served his clerkship with Mr. Edwin 
Andrew, of London. 

Arthur Edward Burdekin, who served his clerkship with Mr. Benjamm 
Burdekin, of Sheffield. 

William Henry Land, who served his clerkship with Messrs. Turnbull, 
Graham, & Moody, of Scarborough; and Mesrss. Layton & Jaques, of 
London. 


Tump C.ass. 
{In Alphabetical order. ] 

Edward Fordham Spence, who served his clerkship with Mr. Clement 
Locke Smiles, of the of Messrs. Duignan & Smiles, of London. 

Frank Winterton, who served his clerkship with Mr. William Napier 
Reeve, of Leicester ; and Messrs. Kingsford, Dorman, & Co., of London. 

The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have accordingly given 
class certificates, and awarded the following prizes of books :— 

To Mr. Kemp, the prize of the Honourable Society of Clement’s-inn, 
value ten guineas; and the Daniel Reardon Prize, value about twenty-five 


guineas. 
To Mr. Swift, the prize of the Honourable Society of Clifford’s-inn, 
value five guineas. 
The council have given class certificates to the candidates in the second 
and third classes. 
Pe, number of candidates who attended the examination was thirty- 








On the 18th ult., at the sitting of the Halifax County Court, Mr. T. W. 
Snagge (judge), addressing the solicitors present, said there was a matter 
he wished to mention relating to the business of the court and to those 
cases in which debt agents were employed. On days when the small 
debtors’ cases and those in which no solicitors were engaged only were 
heard, he had seen, not only in that court but often elsewhere also, certain 
agents take upon themselves the whole work connected with those cases, 
and, as it seemed to him, cross the line which existed between non-pro- 
fessional men and the members of the bar. This was a practice which he 
could not allow. In cases where the plaintiff resided at a distance, or 
could neither read nor write, and consequently did not know how to fill up 
the summonses, he should be the last person to complain of the assistance 
rendered by agents ; and at the same time the attendance of agents was 
often necessary in order that they might explain anything to the satisfac- 
tion of the court which the suitors were not able to comprehend. He 
would not allow these agents, however, to examine or ¢cross-examine 
witnesses in any way; they must not trespass upon the privileges and 
duties of advocates. Two gentlemen, the y of account- 
ants, had sought an interview with him t oe and had assured his 
Honour that they recognized the reasonableness of this, and would do 
nothing to trespass upon the advocates’ duties. 




































LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 
Mr. Jacosus Pgeraus pz Wer, hausister, formerly Chief Justice 7 


Transvaal, has received the honour of Knighthood. Sir J. de W te 
called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Trinity Term, 1863. He " 
several years recorder of Griqualand West, and in 1878 he Ohi 
Justice of the Transvaal. After the surrender of the colony he actej 
about a year as Chief Justice of Ceylon. ; 


Mr. Micuar, Henry Gatiwey, Attorney-General of Natal, has 
created a Companion of the Order of St. Michael and St. George. 
Gallwey was called to the bar at Dublin in 1853. He has been Attomgy. 
General of the colony of Natal since 1857. 


Mr. Wri11am Vavcuan Jonzs, solicitor, of Haverfordwest, has bea 
appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the Acknowl F 
Deeds by Married Women for Pembrokeshire and town and county of th 
town of Haverfordwest. i 





The Hon. Watrer Francis Hery Hurcuinson, barrister, who has Parva’ 
created a Companion of the Order of St. Michael and St. George, is i, 
son of the late Earl of Donoughmore. He was called to the bar at th Medic 


Inner Temple in November, 1877. He was for some time Colonial Seep, 
tary for the Island of Barbadoes, and he was appointed Chief Secretaryy 
the Government of Malta a few wecks ago. ' 


Mr. Joun ALEXANDER SuHeEpPARD, solicitor, of Trelegar: Rhymney, 

Abertillery, has been appointed Registrar of the Tredegar Poungy Com 
(Circuit No. 24), to act jointly with his father, Mr. Horace Shep h 
J. A. Shepard was admitted a solicitor in 1874. He is superinteng 


registrar, and clerk to the Bedwellty Board of Guardians 


Mr. Joun Gzorce Nicuotson, solicitor, of Doncaster, has been appo 
Deputy-Coroner for the Doncaster District of the West Riding o: 
shire. Mr. Nicholson is the son of the late Mr. Edward Nicholson, solig 
tor. He was admitted a solicitor in 1877. His elder brother, ih! 
Frederick Edward Nicholson, is coroner for the Doncaster District, 


Mr. Cuartes Davuncey, solicitor, of Newport and Tredegar, hag bea 
appointed Clerk to the Machen School Board. Mr. Dauncey is also clat! 
to the Bedwellty School Board. He was admitted a solicitor in 1880, ” 


Mr. Gzorcz Witi1am Des Vevux, C.M.G., Governor of Fiji, has bea 
created a Knight Companion of the Order of St. Michael and St. Geom 
Sir G. Des Veux was born in 1834. He was called to the bar in Upper Canal 
in 1861. He was a stipendiary magistrate in the colony of British Gulu) 
from 1863 till 1869, when he was appointed Colonial Secretary for hy 
Island of St. Lucia. He was afterw Governor of the Bahama Islani 
and he was appointed Governor of Fiji about a year ago. He was creale| 
a Companion of the Order of St. Michael and St. George in 1877. 


DISSOLUTIONS OF PARTNERSHIPS. 


Bensamin Brexerr and Witi1am Bayrort, jun., solicitors, Ipswid 
(Birkett & Bantoft). May 18. 

Hamitton Furron and Rozsert James Ewrine Carr, 7, Vigo-stied, 
Regent-street, Middlesex, solicitors. May 26. The business will henw: 
forth be carried on by Robert James Ewing Carr. (Gazette, May 2. 
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NEW ORDERS, &c. 


THE LONDON SITTINGS. 
OxpeR iw CounciL. 


Whereas by an Act of Parliament made and passed in the session d 
Parliament holden in the 28th and 29th years of the reign of her pres 
Majesty intituled ‘‘ The Courts of Justis Building Act, 1865,’’ it wa, 
amongst other things, enacted that her anony might, by Order in Cound, 
from time to time, at the request of the lord mayor, aldermen, # 
commons of the city of London, in common council assembled, direct 
all or any issues or inquiries in cases at Nisi Prius which would othe 
be tried and executed within the county of the city of London, should 
ever thereafter or for a time to be specified in such order be tried and 
cuted at the courts authorized to be erected by that Act ; and, in the 
of such order being made, the said courts should, for the purpose of giv 
jurisdiction to the sheriffs of London in relation to such trials and inquitity, 
and for the summoning of jurors and for all other purposes of or incidental 
to any such trials or inquiries be deemed to be situate in the county # 
the city of London. ; 

And whereas a petition has been presented to her Majesty by the mayit 
and commonalty and citizens of the city of London, in common coun 
assembled, which petition sets forth (amongst other things) that the cout 
authorized to be erected by the said in part recited Act have been ¢ 
and are situate in the Strand, in the county of Middlesex, and are know 
as the Royal Courts of Justice. a 

And that the petitioners are the body referred'to in the said Ack® 
‘* the lord mayor, aldermen, and commons of the city of London.” 

And that the petitioners are desirous that the power of removal of it 
place of trial and execution of issues and inquiries under the said Aa) 
should be carried into effect. oe 

And whereas the said petition was certified to her Majesty under (e 
common seal of the mayor and commonalty and citizens of the eily® 
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in common council assembled, when such petition was agreed 


x her Majesty has, d ee the advice of her Pri 
‘afi arises he oditanteen ae y eal peti ~ 
c therefore, her Majesty, ve pei with the advice aforesaid, ‘is 
ysedl to order, and it is hepely ordered, that from and after the date of 
gepresents all issues or inquiries in cases at Nisi Prius, which would 
pe be tried and executed within the county of the city of London, 
gall for ever hereafter be tried and executed at the said er Courts of 

00 L. Pgeu. 








LEGISLATION OF THE WEEK. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 


May 24.—Bills Read a Second Time. 
Pavats Bitis.—Cambrian Railways; Metropolitan Railway. 


Bill in Committee. 
Medical Act (1858) Amendment. 


May 25.—Bills Read a Second Time 
Parvarz Brtts.—Downham and Stoke Ferry Railway ; Great Eastern, 
fendring Hundred, and Clacton-on-Sea Railway Companies Amalgama 


sens and Inland Revenue. 


Bills Read a Third Time. 
a Briis.—Regent’s Canal City and Docks Railway (Canal 
sta Brighton ae ration Water; Deaf and Dumb Poor Asylum. 
— and Ba nlistment Acts Amendment; Medical ‘Act (1858) 


May 28.—Bills Read a Second Time. 
Purvars Brtts.—Hounslow and Metropolitan Railway ; Fesninghem 
be oration (Consolidation) ; Heywood Commieetion : Cheshire Lines 
; Lambeth Water. 
Local Government Provisional Orders. 


Bill Read a Third Time. 
(ustoms and Inland Revenue. 


May 29.—Bills Read a Second Time. 
nd Bris. rg Robert Peel’s Settled Estates; Coventry, Holy 
icar’s 
Taal Government Provisional Orders. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


May. 24.—Bills Read a Second Time. 
Parvarzs Brrt.—East and West India Docks. 


Meials ; Copyright. 
Poor Law Conferences. 


Bills Read a Third Time. 

Pure Brus.—Great Eastern Railway (General Powers); Great 
N Railway; Leatherhead and District Water; Pewsey, Salisbury, 
ad Southampton Railway ; St. Peter’s (Clifton, Bristol) Church ; Staines 
md West Drayton Railway ; ween h Construction and Maintenance 
Company; Thames Navigation ; am, Mold, and Connah’s Quay 

luilway (Capital Arrangements) ; Wrexham, Mold, and Connah’s + Onak 
hallway (Hawarden Loop Line). 


May 25.—Bills Read a Second Time. 
Puvatz Bri1s.—Local Government Provisional Orders (Poor Law) (No. 
2); Tramways Provisional Orders. 


May 28.—Bills Read a Second Time. 
Pe Bas, .—Brighton Marine Kursaal; Lydd Railway (Extension) ; 


Estates. 
Bills Read a Third Time. 
AIVATE Riis. aren and West Yorkshire Union Railways ; Lancashire 
orkshi ; Oxted and Groombridge Railway (Croydon and 
a Extension); “Swindon and Cheltenham Extension Railway (No. 2); 
2, Marlborough, and Andover Railway. 
aw Conferences. 


May 29.— Bill Read a Second Time. 
Agricultural Holdings (England). 


— Bilis Read a Second Ti 
ae Fs and ‘Bton Water. oT 
t Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday (Durham). 


Bill in Committee. 


Bill in Committee. 


Clauses (Umpire.) 


Bills Read a Third Time 
tenn Bra..—Skegness, Chapel, Saint Thonn, and Alford Tram- 


st. Time. 
cscs ue Suudicature Dinttict Courts (Mx. Cowzy). 





COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Jornt Stock CompaAnrzs. 
*S LIMITED IN CHANCERY. m 
cup Corton Miit AND Mininc Company, Limrrep.—Pearson, J., has, 
order dated March 17, appointed Mr. William Ashworth, Bacup, to be tidal 
liquidator. Creditors are required, om or before June 18, to to send Tames 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts pany to the above. Thurs- 
day, June 28 at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts 


CHESTERTON COAL AND IRon CoMPANY, Leesan Goods as 
before June 22, to send their names and addresses, and Pe tree eir 
debts or claims, to Messrs Wenham and Bown, ve Colmore row, 

Frida day, , July 6 at 11, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts 


COMPANY OF AUCTIONEERS, VAL AND_EstaTE AGENTS, .—Creditors 
are required, on or before Youeae 4, to send their names and and 
culars ott their debts or claims, to Mr. William Earle Pearse, 4a, 
pn June ™ at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the 


debts an: 
ANY, LimiITED.—Petition for Sindee up, 
its nie pay I before Chitty, J., on June 2. Nairne, 
, solicitors for the petitioner 
ATENT an MPANY, LIMITED. an for winding up. 
sented May 23, directed to be heard before Bacon, V.C., on J June 2° Teinders 
and Romer, Bt Helen’s hg soliciturs for the Bd aay ner 
Tapa KINGSTON AND HURST GOLD MININ Poseany, Loreen. .—Chit 
, has, by an acre dated Feb 16, a po nay Edmund Chatterley, 5, 
By st, Cheapside, to be official liq: 
(Gazette, May 25.] 


BoRROWERS’ Arp SocretTy, LIMITED. 7 gy eo Seat required, -~ ce before Jap ne 


19, to send their names oe » Htcaday, duly 
claims, to Henry ssowees Smith, 37, C3, ‘aims 2 Per aw sy nd 
pointed for ag be d adjudicating upon = oe 

GREAT WESTERN REST OF DEAN) CoaL Co. 


tors are required. on or before June 1 ¢0 send thes names ad addresoes, 
and the percediors of their debts or claims, to Mr. Henry Threlkeld; Edwards, 
66, Coleman st. Wednesday, June 27 at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudi- 
cating upon the debts and claims 
HENRY CHALK WEBB AND CoMPANY, LIMITED. — Potion for winding w 
be J., on June 15. Geto 
Hand ct, Cheapside, eclicttoes ar the petitioner 
Home Onur Brick Company, LImirep.— ition for winding up, presented 
May 24, directed Bs heard behate Pearcy 3 oo sone & epburn and Co, 
ird in’ Hand ct Cheapside, solicitors for the 
Norway Copper Mines CoMPANYy, LOITED.— by an order dated 
April 25, agacentes Henry Bishop, 41 Galeman ee to official liquidator. 
tors required, on or before J’ ae oe their names and 
and the Dertionines of their debts or the above. Monday, July 23 at 
12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating v a pgp debts and ciaims 
PANDORA THEATRE , LIMITED.—Pearson, J., has, order dated May 11, ap- 
ointed Augustus William Stead, 74, Chancery ese to be a 
Creditors are required, on or before June 30, to send 
d the particulars of their debts or claims, to the above. Wednesday, J cont 
at 12, is eeonted for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 


Gazette, 29. 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. ‘ ne 


NORWICH EQUITABLE FIRE ASSURANCE COMPANY. a Lig reed irining Sp. We 
Stores ar ir land, Thestaldend, ay Gro inn, = for are and loon, 
rey and Cow! e0 8 eo or 
Norwich, solicitors for the petitioner 


(Gazette, May 29.] 
FRIENDLY Socretizes DissoLvED. 


FREEDOM LODGE OF THE GRAND UNITED ORDER OF ODD FELLOWS, Beaver Inn, 
Audenshaw, Lancaster. May 23 

LoYAL BENEVOLENT INDEPENDENT ORDER OF ODD FELLOWS’ FRIENDLY SOCIETY, 
Queen’s Arms, Walsail st, Willenhall. hg? be 

Mucnu MarcitE MALE FRIENDLY SocrETyY, oh Maree, Hereford. May 23 

QUEEN Mary FEMALE Pporasrayt T ASSOCIATION, G Hen-terrace Inn, Waterfoot- 
in-Rossendale, Lancaster. Ma: 

Star OF FREEDOM LODGE OF + Brorners L. U., Fox and Goose Inn, 
Redditch, Worcester. May 23 

(Gazette, May 25.] 











CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY, 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 


Say, Oe GEORGE, nas, Pineiem, Nottingham. June 22. Dyson v Strong, Chitty, J. 
Osaumia tian CHARLES, Balls Pond rd a June 18. London and 
Westminster Loan and Discount C Coekerton, Bacon, V.C. 
Powell, Cullum st, Fenchurch 
DEO. , Derby, Butoher. ge 20. Wright v Topham, Kay, J. 
RONTGEN. Gronona Lovisa, Freeman Southampton. July 2. Perkins v 
Perkins, Chitty, ‘Al m, Budge row, on 
_~— WILLIAM, Ame ae heomb, ‘G Gloucester, Gent. June 30. Pearson v Smith, 
earson, 
WRENCH, ROBERT, King William st, Seedsman. July 2. Wrench v Wrench, 
Chitty, J. Desboro' Finsbury pavement 
(Gasette, May 25.] 


BS Ka Fae ia Jory cham bere ee sind 
rewer, > 

E THO om, Fioublas Bal Merioneth, Chiet Constable. June22. Williams 
GE a x Anx, se Ga See June 28. Green v Green, Bacon, V.C. 


BxOW, F Woodham Walter, Essex. June 2%. Snow y Poole, Chitty 
a rd, Walworth, Grocer. June %. Ward v Taylor, 


a faim Goomesouunt, Beth, June 2, Rutter ¥ Rutter, Chitty, J, 
(Gazette, May 29.) 
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CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 


AINtry, Witt1aM, Golear, York, Gentleman. June 12. Ainley, Hudders. 
eee Banker. June 23. Avison and Morton, 
Liverpool 


BAMFORD, EsTHER, Rochdale, Lancaster. June 26. Ellidge, Rochdale 
BARRINGTON, Maris, Rathbone pl, Oxford st. June 25. Godfrey, South sq, 


G 
At Tuomas, Liskeard, Cornwall, Builder. June9. Coad, Liskeard 
BUTCHER, JANE, Carrington st, Mayfair. July 12. Bolton and Co, Temple 


BUTCHER; JANE, Church rd, Homerton. July 12, Bolton and Co, Temple gar- 


CarTER, SARAH, Dorridge, nr Knowle, Warwick. July 8. May, Russell sq 
Caton, W11114M, Shefford, Beds, Grocer. July 1. Hawkins and Co, Hitchin 
COLEMAN, PriscriuA, Leicester, July 3. Stevenson, Leicester 

Coox, a. Ventnor, Isle of Wight. June 3. Woodroffe, Great Dover st, 


cian es GEORGE, Shirley, Derby, Farmer. June 30. Sale and Mills, Derby 

Cox, Matripa, Newmarket, Suffolk. July 7. Rogers, Newmarket 

CriTcHiEy, HENRY, Woodchester, Gloucester, Pin Manufacturer. July 3. Smith, 
Nailsworth 

Sowa, Awe Saran, Hartlip, Kent. June 20. Drawbridge and Rowntree, 
Scarboroi 

DRAWBRIDGE, Wr.u1M, Hartlip, Kent. June 20. Drawbridge and Rowntree, 
Scarborough 


June 20, Drawbridge and 
July 10. Morten and Co, 


e. 
ARNOLD, SAMUEL JAMES, Liverpool, 


EE. ear Hartlip, Kent. 
ZS 5p ROME, Eemeralda rd, Bermondsey. 
GILLESPIE, JoHN, Gt Yarmouth, Norfolk, Major. June 30. Cooper, New inn, 


GREEN, Isaac, Colchester, Essex, Gent. June 14. White, Colchester 

HEATON, SaRaH, Bristol, York. June 23. Ibberson, Dewsbury 

JONES, ELIZABETH. Rhyl, Flint. June 24. Chipperfield, Trinity st, Southwark 
JouN, Sydenham, Oxford, Miller. June 30, Kilby and Mace, Chip- 


ping Norton 
ER Prrrs Ex110TT, Baverstock, Wilts, Esq. June1. Harrison, 


OWELL, 
Raymond bldgs, oo sinn 
Rak, 280m, Sutton ney, Southampton. May 30. Adams and Co, Win- 


SADDINGTON, eee, Gravesend. June 25. Drawbridge, Gravesend 

SANDERSON, AR’ Turnham Green, Wall Paper Manufacturer. July 10. 
Reed and Co, Guildhall chbrs 

Suutt, REBEccA, Wolverley, Worcester. June1. Ivens and Morton, Kidder- 


minster 
ss. GEoRGE, Tollington Park, Hornsey, Nurseryman. July 18. Windett, 
a poem. © , Hornsey 
BWAINSON, ANSELL, Camberwell House,Camberwell. July 2. Lepper, 
Tee, CAROLINE Exiza, Cheltenham, Gloucester. June 30. Hand and Co, 
‘0 


Warnman, WILLIAM, Blackburn, Gent. June 25. Whalley, Blackburn 
eas CHARLES VINCENT, Tunbridge Wells. July 1. Walker, Tunbridge 


Warp, Wit11AM, Eccleshall, Stafford, Grocer. June 12. Robiows. = Eccleshall 
Watson, ANN, Kingston-upon-Hull. July 1. Frankish and Co, H 
WEAVER, ELIZABETH, Wo @, Sussex. June 24. Collet, Worthing 
W: . BENJAMIN, Rotherham, York, Painter. June 18, Soxtey and 
wane Rotheram bo E Ge 
Woop, WILLIAM Mark, Lambourne, Essex, a General in H.M.’s Army. J: 
Hicks and Son, Gray’s i inn sq : . a _—s 
[ Gazette, May 22.1 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURKE. 
Rota or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Court or 


Date. APPEAL. 


Monday, June .sccssseee 


VY coccsescccvseses 


V. 0. Bacow. 
Mr. Teesdale 


Farrer 
Teesdale 
Farrer 
Teesdale 
Farrer 


Vccccscccsesese 


Thursday ..... 
Friday...... 
Saturda: 


Mr. Justice 
Monday, June .....00+- 
Tueed 


a" CeCe eee 8808 ee 
ae 
0, OR ee 
PHIARF oc ccseccccvcvvecee 


Vescececese eeee 








RECENT SALES, 


At the Stock and Share Auction and Advance Company’s (Limited) sale 
— ay gee wegen Crown- — Old Broad- psy 7: 4 on ih 31st 
e following were among the prices obtained :—S —Swindon, Marl- 

her eg and Andover Railway 5 pe Cent. Preference, £7 10s. ; Lion Life 
Insurance £10 shares, £2 paid, 2 Poe Darren eR 15s. ; City of 
cr tal Insurance,’ 10s.; Cont m ef Bonds, 17s. "6d. per cent. ; 
estors’ Co-operative ee 8. - 
cellaneous securities fetched fair peices paid, ag mmaccasiaiess 2 





SALES OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 


June 4.—Mr. ARTHUR JAORDOM, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Leasehold Proy 
advertisement, May 26, p. 4. 
June 5.—Mr. Nag mene Kane, at the Mart, at 2 p.m,, Copyhold Estate 


vertisemen: . D. 4.) 
Fann aaa CURE ok ites Mast chs pn., Feechoul Mabsles 


ment, this week, p. 4). 
essrs, BARKER & CATHIE, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold and 
hold "Properties (see advertisement, this week, p. 4). 








BIRTHS, apy AND DEATHS. 


IRTHS. 
BovuLtER.—Ma: 30, Newton- a Bayswater, the wife of Stanley B 
of the Inner oe wae a denghier, 
CLIFTON.— 238, Bap ere » West Dulwich, the wife of R. W, Cli 
w, of a so! 
HUTCHINSON. yo he 29, at  Aytoun- , Stockwell, the wife of Jas, Jno, }, 
zhinson, solicitor, oat he . 
Prarson.—May 27, ¢ ‘Barrow-in-Furness, the wife of Henry G 
Pearson, solicitor, of. a son. 
Vea .—May 27, at Baldock, 7 the wife of Charles James Vensey, i i 
or, of a son, a 


CoPpEMAN.—May t Dunham “a T Norfolk George Copeman, b 
at-law, of the ne Temple, aged 65. : 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


wee. 
Frimay, May 
Under the haskeeopley = 1869. 
Creditors must former’, their aay of Gobte to the Registrar. 
‘o Surrender in London. 
Cooke, Henry Ribton, inet St Helens, Merchant. Pet May 22. Murray, J 


8a % 
— James, Riding School, Holland pk rd. Pet May 23. Brougham, i 


To Surrender in the Commer: 

Childs, Charles James, Park lane, Tottenham, Builder. Pet May 23, 
Edmonton, J ne} 13 at 12 

Dele, Robert, Bacup, Lancaster, Farmer. Pet May 23. Tweedale. 0 

une 6 a 

Michael, Maurice, Coventry, Watch Manufacturer. Pet May 23, Kirby, 
ventry, J June 7 at 3 . 

Roberts, James Lewis, Rhyl, Flint, Gent. Pet May 18. Jones. Bangor,d une! 


ati 
Rutter, George, Cardiff, Grocer. Pet Ho 22. Langley. Cardiff, June7 


Under the J the pn a ‘het, 1869. 
Creditors must forgeed shel their P myony be of debts to the Registrar. 
London. 
Chamberlain, Amos Pearce, New ate ios 1, are - June 8 ati’ 
Draper, Edward Thomson, Bucking’ Strand, Army and Navy Agent, | 
ay 28. Brougham. June 12 Sart a ie 
Low, Edward xford terrace, ems Stock Broker. Pet May& 
Pepys. June 18 at 12. ’30 
Manning, W. E., Westbourne park villas. Pet May 24. Hazlitt. June 13 abt 
To Surrender in the Count: 
Adnams, William, Newbury, Berks, Corn Dealer. Pet May 24. Pinniger, 
bury, June 13 at 10.30 ‘i 
Coffey, James, Aldershot, Draper. Pet May 25. White. Guildford, J une 12 abt 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Frimay, May 25, 1883. 
Hole, James, Landport, in Se. May 17 


DAY, May 29, 1883. 
Beal, Thomas Edwin, Gray’s inn Linen ure Dealer. May 25 
Carter, Robert, Queen Victoria st, or. May 25 
Entecott, Henry, Latimer rd, N otting HL , Provision Merchant. May 23 — 
Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS, 
Frmay, May 25, 1888, 
Aion, Gooren, Os Lareanen, 6 Somerset, Flax Worker. June 7 at 11 at ¢ 
shaw, 
Allison, Francis, Richmond York, out of business. June 14 at 12 
Hunton, 1 ae ni Stafford, Licensed ae 
ew le un e. 
at 11 at office of Ji ames, Mowonstie under “4 
Lan une 7 at 8 at office of Coop 


mn, , Preston, caster, 

Beattle, James, Workington, Cumberland, Iron Ore Merchant. June 128 
office ot Prowis and Co, Grey st ewcastle upon Tyne 

Bedford, Walter Scott, Morley, Yvon Tailor. June 6.at 8 at Exchange | 

a and Wooler 

Bal. Whi am, Newcastle upon Tyne, Grocer, June 7 at 2 at office of 
st, Newcastle = Tyne 

a avid, Dover, Kent, Fancy Draper. June 11 at 12 at St G 


BY 
olling' 


omas, Accrington, Lancaster, Draper. June 7 at 2 at Mitre om 

Victoria st, Manchester. les, Accrington : 
oat, ewby Wicke, York, Joiner. Jane Fat liek ole ot 

N. 

Tod tad Ge Een ee Licensed Victualler. June 6 at 2 at 0 

aoe bury, York, Deer. ae 2.80 at Law Boole i 
Brooks, Mary om Reet waatbourne, house Keeper. June Sat 
ackmaster, Honey Williaa EL Hornsey rd, General Dealer. June 18iat3ab) 


of Champion and 

Py M 

Caldwell, William, sen., Slater. June 11 at 8 at ¢ 
Panton, Lancaster, une 11 ai 


oar = g 8 Dealer. 
pk Come eee June 6 at 11 at © 





: ee es pe 


2, 1883. 
- = 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 








nas, Charles, Lambeth walk, Cheesemonger. June 8 at 3at office of Pearce 
7 (nitspu 
n, York, Ironmonger. June 8 at 10 at office of Harland, 
7, Slough ‘Bucks, Builder. June 6 at 12 at office of Webb, High st, 
. © 2, Belper, Derby, Tailor. t June 12 at 3 at office of Mole and Stone, 
: E jhe sy Doge . June 12 at 2 at office of Hudson and Co, Bristol. 
a and Cart 
. Powers Jemem, and ‘bert Samuel Golding, Bristol, Drapers. June 
ao Sibly and Dickinson, Bristol 
: De enry very Stable Keeper. June 6 at 12 at office of Jones 
pastes, Sank pies ton, York, Labourer. June 6 at 12 at [No ham 
ot North Marine rd, Scarborough. Bartliff, Malton mn 
ohn, Lincoln, Asphalter. June 6 at 11 at office of Page, jun, Flaxengate, 
Thomas, Holmfirth, York, Patent Medicine Vend June 8 at 8 at White 
Hotel, Huddersfield. Heeley, Ho site inyse eatapiiiion 
Wi Carlton in Cleveland, York, Builder. June i2at 1 at office of 


st, York 
Mecham, Peo tome 8 at 12 at Mitre Hotel, 


gates, chester. Ainsworth, Blackb 
John, South Sar te Park, Surrey, out of foe. June 11 at 3 at office 
Fallowheld, Lancaster, Chartered Accountant. June 19 at 3 at 
of ‘3 lock and Worthin; nm, Kennedy st, Manchester 
Anne, Manchester, Egg er. June 8 at 8 at office of Chew, Swan st, 
Edward, Warrington, Watchmaker. June!8 at 3 at re el of Davies 
Oo, Bewsey enbrs, £ Boe ewsey st, Warrin st, Warrington. Davies, 
Jenee oan rd, Kensington, Furniture Dealer. 
W: Wi Be 
‘ohn, Treherbert, Glamorgan, Builder. June 8 at 12 at office of Rosser, 
st, Pon’ mage 
mt master, Beer Retailer. June 11 at 11 at Royal Hotel, 
William, Salt A Salford, Groce, June 18 at 3 at Mitre Hotel, Cathedral Gates, 
Pater, 9 agohn Fowler, Macciostfeld, Silk Manufacturers. June 7 at 3 
‘ames, and Jo! ‘OW! les rs. June7 a 
sitafle of att, King Edward st, Macclesfield headin <i eaten 
une 4 a’ 


Charles Fowler, an’ Grimsb: 
by, Ba West St Mary’s Gate, 


‘Tho: Chester, Builder. June 8 at 8 at office of Jackson, 
on camo os ae X y 
b Joh ry Dover, Kent, ‘Coal. Merchant. June 9 at 11 at office of Lewis, 
oe. Focus Sharies, Long lane, Smithfield, Printer. June 18 at 1 at office 
Sohn, Hucknall Torkard, eriaghens, Bricklayer. June 5 at 8 at office of 


Middle i gene yp Be Nottin, 
ped, Robert, and Arth’ lll Dewsbury, York, Woollen Manu- 
June 6 at 2 at "low Society; Bond st, ‘Dewsbury. Chadwi 


Mason, ees Steen, Bechattier. June 5 at 11 at office of Dickinson, Royal 
l, Chadderton, Lancaster, Cotton Waste Bleacher. June 12 at 3 
las and Co, Princess st, Manchester. Higham, Manchester 
omen, Yarn Agent. June 11 at3 at office of Buckby, Gallow- 
William, Fe Featherstone, York, Farmer. June 5 at8 at office of Ford and 
Albion st, Leeds 
eas ph Heatley, 1Arerpool, Commission Agent. June 14 at 12 at office of 
iverpoo 
Waitt Je J cin genomes Grocer. June 6 at 2 at office of 
cimesal tat Joseph, and Robert Sonleby, h, Northumberland, Shipbuilders. 
5 at 2 at office of CE dag and Co, W. Newcastle upon ‘Tyne 
ittington Moor, Derby, nate ‘Maker. June 5 at 3 at office 
n Bigh s st, Mh nt eld 
mace oo Samuel, ae, Seed, Linen a Draper. June 4 at 2 at office of Collins, 
Clifton 
Salisbury, Draper. June 8 at 12 at office of New and Co, 
aqumens a Sener, June 18 at 2 at Cannon st Hotel, 
~h on Thane School Attendance Officer. June 4 at 11 at 
hanics’ Institute, Dovecot st, Stockton on Tees 
r patos,» eweller. June 5 at 12 at office of Wood and Co, Bridge, 
area, Tregaron, Contiqna, Farmer. May 30 at 11.45 at Talbot Hotel, 
ones, Chancery 
‘ Manchester, Dra Draper. °s une 7 at 3 at Falstaff Hotel, Market pl, Man- 
hester. Tremewen, Man 
George H heesker oh st, Finsbury, Builder. June 14 at 8 at Guild- 
vern, ihegn st. Mon 
tson, Magn’ ey r Pinion” Tune 4 at 3 at office of Brown, 
jun. 
ord, York, Soap Dealer. June 8 at 4 at office of Rawns- 


h, Tgneaster, | Boot and Shoe Dealer. June 12 at 3 at 


tmaker. 


ae 14at 3 at 


Wace of Grange « and Wintringham, St Mary’s 














“ nly Baker. June 4 at 2.30at Wellington 
bert, fly bide, Hanloy Licensed Victualler. June 5 at 8 at office 
itapleton, lomcesver, Furniture Broker. June 1 at 12 at office 

(3 


Joiner. June 5 at 2 at gic of Gibson and Bolland, 
i Smith and =, Liv 

Henry, and Thomas Stormouth, » Walmer rd, No hill, 
lers. June 18 at 8 at office of Steavenson and Co well, 


eophilus, Fre Froderiek, Portsea, Hants, Watchmaker. June 6 at 4 at 
Ring, and J. Sd Dineley, Manchester, Provision Merchants. June 11 
Grosvenor H Hotel, Deansgate, Manchester. Vaughan-Jones, Man- 


3, Edmund Richard Francis, Sydenham, Clerk, June 6 at 2 at office of 
» Chancery lane 


“il (See June 8 at 2 at Royal Hotel, Crewe, 
ottom = Wakefield, Fruit Salesman. June 2 at 11 at office of Kemp, 


rod Wise han out of business, June 4 at 11 at Bull Hotel, 











, Benjamin, Bichowte Conta. Hereford, Farmer. June 8 at 3.30 at Bul 
Hotel, iadow. Corner, Hi 
ithe ig ~ ER oe a rier. June 14 at 3 at Guildhall 
—— June 6 at 2.30 at Black Bull 
Stott, Allen Clayt ackpool, caster, Lodging house Keeper. June 8 at 3 
9 ouse une 
Taylor, Hi Tichheld, Clothier J = ee of Barnes and Russell, 
‘aylor, Henry, Lichfie er. June 11 at 12 at office es 
St John st, Lichfield -” 
Pon Pentre, Glamorgan, Carpenter. June 7 at 12 at office of Morgan 
‘on 
tao Bristol, Timber Dealer. June 8 at 2 at office of Hobbs, Clare st, 
Tutt, John, Eastbourne, Coal Merchant. June 8 at 12 at office of Champion and 
Co, Terminus rd, Eastbourne 
Wee. John, 7 ene Dango rd, Licensed Victualler. June 8 at 12 at office of 
avers, cery lane 
Wat Alfred, Ji Ha: ‘ket, Cheesem r. June 5 at 12 at 
iio chard artaghatl ate» Tavmattnt Cheesemongs 
Watson, William 0 , Ebbw Vale Mampouth, ¥ Provision Merchant. June 7 
at 11.30 at aes of Dauncey, Albion chbrs, Newpo 
Rainham, Kent, Builder. Jum 12 at 1 at office of Gibson, 


ore, Jam: 
May 29, 1883. 


Thomas, J. 
and Rhys, 


illm: 
West st, Siuebboune Senna 
Alder, John Pegdon, , Grocer. 5 une 13 at 3 at Bacon Arms Hotel, Speen- 
_ cag 5 Barnes, Lambourne 
sae. ieee J Hanley, Newsagent. June 6 at 3 at office of Ashmall, 
Albion st, Hanley 
Baker, Thomas, N Cweasiie under Lyme, Cab Driver. June 8 at 10.30 at office of 
Ashmall, Albion st, Hanley 
— George, Cantecbary, Baker. June 14 at 12 at Queen’s Head Inn, Canter- 
bury: Co) lard, bury 


Canter’ 
7, Garlies rd, Forest Hill, Builder. June 18 at 3 at Masons’ Hall 
and Williams, Salter’s Hall ct, 


asons’ avenue, Basinghall st. Badham 


| st 
Bennett, John, Liverpool, General Merchant. June 15 at 2 at office of Forshaw 
and Hawkins. ae st, Liverpool 
Bowen, on , Trearky, lamorgan, Grocer. June 7 at 1 at office of Morgan and 
ys, Pontyprid 
ae i eceee e Baw. Portsea, Builder. June 11 at 3 at Sussex Hotel, Commer- 
cial rd. alker and Wainscot, a, Landers 
Campkin, 8 Stephen, Melbourne, Cambri Farmer. June 14 at 2.30 at Rose Inn, 
ortham and Dalton N: Ro a 
Casey, Arthur, Wolverhampton, Stafford, juilder. June 11 at ii at office of 
Rhodes, Queen st, Wolver! 7 
Chipchase, Ric Shrewsbury, Salop, Agricultural Implement Seller. June 12 
ont 8 at Music Hall bid, Shrewsbury. Peele and Peele 
= k, John, y APOE OTe ‘allow Chandler. June 12 at 2 at office of Murphy, Dale 
st, Live: 
Collier, Jo oooh stow, Monmouth, Publican. June 12 at 11 at office of Parker, 
Commercial st, Newport 
Conway, James J ohn, and’ William Cross, Barrow in Furness, Lancaster, Grocers. 
— une = A 3 ol baa Hotel, Dalkeith st, Barrow in Furness. Taylor, 
Coatey, ‘Wiliam, Biel Bicker, Lincoln, Farmer. June 8 at 11 at office of Rice and Co, 
Craven, Augustus William, Suffolk st, Pall Mall, Gentleman. June 22 at3at 
office of Lumley and Luml ley Gon Conduit st, Bond st 
Crisp, Samuel, Commercial Whitechapel, tes June 13 at 3 at City Arms 
Tavern, St Mary Axe. Davies, Co Basing 
roseland John, and Thomas Crosslan Rirkbri 
or 


pe ioe yon» nr Huddersfield, 
oollen Spinners. June 13 at 12 at o' 


Armitage and Co, John 
William st, Huddersfield. Berry, Huddersfiel 
Dagley, David, raters. out of business. June 8 at 3 at office of East and 


Smith, Old sa, Birmin, —_—_ 
ee Jo hn, Bedford, henware Dealer. June 13 at 2 at office of Sharman and 
Smail, St Paul’s sq, Bedford 
Findlay, James, Donald James Morrison, and loge Lom Dowern, Lone st, 
ne nts. ne 12 at 2 at office of Harding and Co, Cites ‘urray an 
0, B 
, James Michael, Live: l, Licensed Victualler. June 11 at 11.30 at office 
ynch and Teebay, Lord st, hive 
Dutton, Richard, Live: ceamith, June 9 at 11 at office of Clough, 
ket st, Cleckheaton 
, Marian Frances, and Louisa Mallett, Mab apy ton, Bonding School 
Proprietors. June 14 at 3 at eiome ¢ Nye. Pea vin righto: 
Fonyan, George James, Great_W: meee Victualler. June 11 
at 3 at office of Owston and On r Pika, ent iter 
Fox, Henry, Cinderford, Gloucester, Tailor. June 11 at 2 at Saracen’s 
Head Inn, Eastgate st, Gloucester. Borlase and Yearsley, Mitcheldean 
Gartside, Thomas, Manchester, Commercial Traveller. June 13 at 3 at office of 
Horner and Son, Clarence st, Manehester 
Gibbs, Napoleon, Datchet, Bucks, Barrister-at-Law. June 18 at 3 at office of 
Saunders and Co, Me wg ete st 
Gledhill, James Leeds, Boot Manufacturer. June 8 at 11 at office of 
Cousins, Park minty th 
Goodail, Wayport Cumberland, Plumber. June 12 at 11 at office of 
Collin; Kirkby "st. 
eal Goss, Thomas, Bristol, i, Goce mter. June li at 12 at5, St Stephen’s st, Bristol. 
a 
en, Liverpool st, Commission Agent, June 12 at 3‘at office of 
Owen Se chbrs. Jackson, Union ct, Old Broad st 
CWnitetrans Ramu, Ta Ta aunt, Chester, Farmer. June 12 at 2 at office of Cartwright, 
triers, Cbtrter, sar, Stamatn rd Hill, Draper. June il at 3 at office of 
OW hitdineton and Co Bis Bisho; Statlors st Without 
1 Coen ee rd, out of business. June 12 at 11 at office of 
Ch: or and Co, Der 
, George. Sa, Hane Meat Salesman. June 13 at 3 at 
wets of Bentwiteh, Finsb jury pa’ 
ceeph , Harborne, Stafford, no Draper. June 8 at 12 at office of Hawkes 
Hart W Wee Temple st. a 
Hepplewhite, *William Campbell, Gosforth, Northumberland, out of business. 
= une 12 at o- at office of Dic’ a: Royal arcade, Newcastle upon aie 
Warmington Thompson, 


ine Dudley. June 11 at 11 at office of 
illiam, Brenchley, Kent, Grocer. June 9 at 11 at Maidstone rd Inn, Pap- 
dock yhoo! Brenchley. Palmer, Tonbridge 
I -, hepa Aylesbury, Buckingham, Saddler. June 14 at 3 at office of Parott, 


mgqieed 
Jackson, J John Potts, Gatesh Durham, Provision Dealer. June 12 at $ at 32, 
Grainger st Wi senate upon Tyne. Hodge cad Westmacott, Union chbrs, 


» Th Wi Dev June 11 at 2.30 at office of 

setae ape mest Bolted see SRE ee ee 

Lutener, Martin, Preston, , Grocer. —Seste Re 

Mason, homas Mideley, Richmond, York, Wood Dealer, June 11 at 11 at office 
Robinson, Chancery lane 
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524 
‘Mastaglio, John Anthony, and Joseph M 
Makers. June7 at 8 ; ohns tone, fing hel * le 
Mather, James, Bath, Bbcteaer Sune datiaat 
Menard, John, Bootle, ster, Timber Merchant. June hate 
Office of Dredieg. ork bldgs, Liv 1 
Merryweather, Ch a r by, Tronm Juné 11 at 8 at Com- 
mittee Market Chi tts, a 
Minors, ttoxeter, Staff sitar. June 11 37 eo st, Man- 
chester. Cooper and Chawner, Uttoxeter 
Musgrave, , Leeds, Dyer, June 11 at 8 at {Law Institution, Albion pl, 
Leeds. ipson, Leeds 
Newton, Walter, Dukinfield, Ch: Cotes, ol = business. June 21 at 8 at office of 
Garforth and Cooper, Bank st, Manch 
Paley, , Ripon, York, Doctor of “if eticin, June 14at 3 at the Unicorn 
Hotel, Ripon. teson and Hutchinson, Ripo: 
Paul, Ri ne = act College Servant. J tine 30 Dat 8 at Cornmarket st, Oxford. 
0. 
Ratcliffe, Joseph, Stone Chair, ngon' nr Halifax, York, Innkeeper. June 13 at 3 
ne eoaet 2h gad Co. *yane 11 at 4 at office of Speschl 
ner, Henry, er. June 11 at 4 at office o: ley 
and Co, New Stran port, Southampton 
odes, Wi seaficla rork, Yarn Spinner. June 11 at8 at office of 
Ramsden and Go, W eld 


ent Bing , Hudde: 
lamorgan, oy of business. June 7 at 11 at Alma pl, 


Robinson, nell Norwich, Cutler. June 12 at 12 at office of Sadd and Linay, 
Theatre st, Norwich 
Ruddock, Robert, Bishop Ansiend, Durham, Joiner. June 19 at 11 at office of 
Trotter and Co, Bishop Auckland 
Schofield, Frederick Walsh, Ashton under Lyne. Licensee. Victualler. June 13 
oi p. Joneph, Astoncixtacaimaiuam® Drager Sane 18 at 1 at offce of 
Aston-juxta- gham, une a at office o: 
ee = 


per 
8 Any Birmingham 
— June 12 at 3 at 
ce of Sint Smiles as and Go, Be 


t_st, Limehouse, Licensed Victualler. 
Bedford row 
Stone, William xford, Grocer. June 13 at2 at office of Swearse and 
Thompson, Cornmarket st, Oxford 
Storey, and Matthew Storey, North Shields, eaten Wherrymen. 
June i1 “59 as 3 ap 8 we tne of Adamson, Howard st, North Shiel: 
Sumpster, Fred = dershot, Pork Butcher, June 18 a 2 at office of Eve, 
Victoria rd, Alde 
— Henry | Collins Teele, Logwood Merchant. June 7 at 11 at Law Institute, 
radford. Berry a and Co 
Tempang, lation Arundell st, Haymarket, Licensed Victualler, June 11 at 2 at 
Inns of Court Hotel, High Holborn. Poncione and Leggatt, Raymond bldgs, 


Gray’s inn 
Vanstone, Loammi, Broadwood Kelly, Devon, Farmer. June 8 at 10.30 at office of 
—— cott, Post Office st, Bedfo: ‘circus, Exeter, Fulford and Son, North 
‘aw 


Vear, Thomas, and Edward North, Chichester rd, Kilburn, Cheesemongers. June 
6 at 11 at office of Sampson, Maryleb one rd. 

, John, Wi ‘ord, Northampton, Boot. Dealer. June 8 at 3 at office of 

Patter and Co, St George’s chbrs, Grey Friars, Leicester. 
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Charles, Chorlton on Medlock, nr Manchester, 1 r of | 
White, Charlee, Gacctig on ‘er ot 8 Colt 
Wit' sphnsuinaon it Uo, Dake oe Sateen of Phonography. June 12 ats & 

Dale et, 1 Lancaster, Baker. June 12 at 11 at of 
win gos oth ard st West Batley, York, Commission Ajéiie dui 
e, nr %. or! 

at 11 at at office of Booth ee no or vet, Boley. allt 
‘aylor 


aT [Ve eeer ae 
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